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Jennie Young, Howes Cave.

Willard C. Schadt, Jeffersonville.

Francis E. Hughes, La Fargeville,

Iva B. Locke, Lafayette.

William J. Holbert, Morrisville,

Roy Blanchard, Oneida.

Julia M. Gurnett, Watkins Glen,

Donald R. Widrick, Whitesboro.
PUERTO RICO

- Jose R. Sotomayor, Barceloneta,
Leonidos M. Lopez, Camuy.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Saturpay, JuLy 3, 1943

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the follow-
ing prayer:

Our blessed Lord, we pray Thee to
be unto us that hidden fountain of
strength that shall enable us to pluck
out of life’s mysteries the greatest and
most abiding faith. Interfused with
Thy spirit, our souls will feel the higher
and more blessed enchantments of re-
ality. While existence is written in a
wounded world, life eternal is to know
Thee, the only true God, and Jesus
Christ, whom Thou hast sent.

O Spirit of the Most High, come from
behind energy and matter and sin and
breathe upon our hopes and our wills
and cause them to live. Stay our tem-
pers, chasten our thoughts and reign
in our hearts in the fullness of Thy
grace., Bless our whole family of citi-
zens that they may not be led along
false paths and be with them in their
questions and problems, dispelling all
fears. We pray that the Congress may
rejoice our country’s heart by doing the
wise and splendid things for all our peo-
ple. It is grandly true that Thou art
our Father and as such we come to Thee
for guidance and blessings to rest upon
our President, our Speaker, and all Mem-
bers of this legislative body; may they
always create and uphold freedom and
good will among all the strata of hu-
man strife and passion. For life, for
sunup, for sundown, for toil and for
rest we thank Thee in the name of Him
who is our Elder Brother and Redeemer.
Amen,

THE JOURNAL

The Journal of Friday, July 2, 1943,
was read.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the Journal will stand approved as read.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
right to object. In the consideration of
the conference report on the Interior De-
partment appropriation bill, on the
manganese amendments numbered 162
and 163, the Clerk read the Journal as
recording the fact that the gentleman
from Oklahoma [Mr. JorNsoN] moved to
insist upon the House's disagreement and
that the House insisted. The daily
CoNGRrESSIONAL RECORD, however, on page
7144 of July 2, 1943, reports Mr. Johnson
as stating:

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
from its disagreement to the amendments of
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the Senate Nos. 162 and 163 and concur In
the same,

On the following page after the gentle-
man from Oklahoma had moved the pre-
vious question the Speaker stated as re-~
corded in the REcorp:

The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Oklahoma to recede and
concur.

Then the Recorp states that the mo-
tion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The ReEecorp is in
error and will be corrected.

Mr. CASE, Of course, I am aware that
the Speaker on other occasions has ruled
that where there is a conflict in the re-
port the Journal controls. And, much as
I regret it, I must admit that the state-
ment in the Journal accords with my
understanding of the motion made by
the gentleman from Oklahoma, as is evi-

dent from my remarks on the amendment

at the time. Of course, I do not objeet to
the approval of the Journal, but I should
like to express the hope that the report
of the action as given in the Recorp will
be prophetic of the action that will be
taken when the conferees meet again.
The manganese amendment is very
meritorious.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman
have a request?

Mr. CASE, Mr, Speaker, for the sake
of the record, I ask unanimous consent
that the permanent REcorp be corrected
on this point in accordance with the
statement in the controlling Journal.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the Journal will stand approved.

There was no cobjection.

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY CONFERENCE

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I under-
stand that there have been a number of
informal meetings in the Treasury be-
tween our officials and treasury repre-
sentatives of foreign governments, at
which many plans and projects for in-
ternational monetary and credit coop-
eration have been discussed. These
meetings, I am told, are the forerunner
of an official international monetary and
credit conference that will take place
here in Washington during the summer
months when Congress will probably be
in recess.

I believe many of my fellow Members
are as desirous as am I to accept our
share in post-war rehabilitation but, like
myself, will want to keep fully informed
as to what may be our country's respon~
sibilities.

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully offer the
suggestion that the Chair appoint a small
commitiee of Members who will make it
their business to be present in Washing-
ton at the time of the monetary confer-
ences I have mentioned and that they be
authorized to attend all such meetings
as observers, and from time to time fur-
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nish the Speaker, the majority leader,
and the minority leader with reports of
proceedings.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the RECORD.

The SPEARER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr., PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include a state-
ment by Mr. Francis Callery on the sub-
ject of contract negotiation in the air= -
craft industry before the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the call of the
Consent Calendar on Monday of next
week and the call of the Private Calendar
ox;u;ruesday of next week be dispensed
with,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that today, immedi-
ately after the legislative business of the
day and other special orders, I may be
permitted to address the House for 30
minutes.

The SPEAEKEER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

INCOME TAX ON INCOME OF £1,800 OR
LESS

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, on June 30
I introduced a bill, H. R. 3089, which
would exempt from the payment of in-
come tax-all individuals who have an
income of $1,800 or less, and who have
received less than a 20-percent increase
in their income since 1941.

We have heard much said about the
white-collar workers who have received
no increase in their pay, and we know
that it is necessary to give these people
relief in some way. There have been
proposals made, such as food stamps and
roll-back in prices, but I think the sim-
plest and least expensive way would be
to exempt these people from the pay-
ment of income tax.

You heard in the President’'s message
that we have 4,000,000 families in the
United States who have had not over a
b-percent raise in their income in the
last 2 or 3 years. This bill would give
these people what would amount to a
small increase in pay, or be equal to a
roll-back in the prices of the necessities
of life.

I made this same proposal when I tried
to amend the tax law, and I am now
bringing the proposition to you in the
form of a bill. I hope that the Members
of the House will give this matter their
serious consideration.
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THE FOOD SHORTAGE

Mr., WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I have
just been in conference with Mr. Bruce
F. Hardy, of Scottsburg, Ind., a dis-
tinguished farm leader of the Middle
West, who has been spending a few days
here in Washington. I wish every Mem-
ber of Congress could have heard his
comments on the food situation as a
result of his own personal observations.

I will give you a brief summary of
what he had to say:

Food shortages, bad as they are at pres-
ent, have only begun to make themselves
felt. Because of B years of relatively good
crops, including last year’'s record breaker,
people have been led to believe we could
never have a shortage of food in this coun-
try. Good crop weather was largely respon-
sible for this long period of good crops. Yet
we have meat rationing with more hcogs and
cattle' on the farms than ever before; corn
product plants closed with almost a thousand
million bushels of corn in storage. Our
dalry, poultry, and other livestock farmers
are having great difficulties to secure feeds
for their animals to produce maximum and
efficient results.

Bungling by Washington idealistic dream-
ers in trying to solve the food problem is
apparent to all. The triple cover-up “Wick-
ard to Davis to Jones" only adds to the con-
fusion since it is well known that none of
these were permitted to establish and carry
out a national focd policy. Food policies
have been conceived by swivel-chair theorists
such as Cohen, Ezekiel, and others, while
responsibility for their execution was passed
to the administration by the White House.

Farmers want no subsidies or roll-backs,
but feel that as producers of vital war neces-
sities they should not be penalized because
they do not blindly follow the administra-
tion in its senseless food policies. Our con=-
suming public will wake up with a start be-
fore snow flies again, with the realization
that it takes more than directives from city-
bred White House advisers to direct wartime
production and distribution of feod products.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks in the Recorp and include
an editorial.

The SPEAEKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

THE VOTE ON THE PRESIDENT'S VETO

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute and revise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

[Mr. VorseLL addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

THE FOOD SITUATION IN THE LAST WAR

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr, Speaker, I
have listened several times today to dif-
ferent gentlemen speaking about the
President’s inflationary program, as they
term the food-control program. Let me
call the attention of those gentlemen to
the fact that I was in the last war, I
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came home, and what did I find? I was
practicing law when I left for the war
and had to start practicing again upon
my return. I found that in my own city
cotton yarn No. 60, which is now selling
at 60 cents a pound, was $3.65 a pound.
I found coffee in my own town when I
wanted to buy it priced at 75 cents a
pound. I found bacon at 60 cents a
pound; sugar 30 cents per pound. Gen-
tlemen forget what the American people
had to pay for food during the last war
and after the last war. They should be
grateful for the program of this admin-
istration. I call their attention now,
briefly, to what one great man said some
yvears ago when he had addressed Con-
gress. He said:

Fellow clitizens, we cannot escape history.
We of this Congrass and this administration
will be remembered In spite of ourselves.
No personal significance or insignificance can
spare one or another of us. The flery trial
through which we pass will light us down,
in honor or dishonor, to the latest genera-
tion.,

That was said by President Lincoln
in his message to the Congress in De-
cember 1862. I hope and pray that our
speech and conduct these days will light
us down to honor to the last generation.

CANNING SITUATION IN CALIFORNIA

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, on June 21
I had the privilegze of addressing this
House in connection with grade labeling,
referring particularly to the canned-
foods industry in California. I stated at
that time that 10 percent of the Nation’s
agricultural products are produced in
California. California is making an out-
standing contribution to the war effort;
not only food but war materials as well.

This morning I am much disturbed
by contents of a telegram setting forth
conditions facing the canning industry
in my State. I would like to read this
telegram which comes from the Califor-
nia Conserving Co. of San Francisco:

The canning crops in California in many
instances have already been Brown and
canned. Others will start to be processed
within the next few weeks. The Office of
Price Administration has given us no price
at which we can =ell this merchandise.
Warehouses are full and financing becoming
more difficult, Unless Office of Price Admin-
istration can be forced into action it will
cause price losses to growers and canners, as
it will be impossible to put up the pack.
Urge upon you that we must have action on
this. Congress is the only one that can do
it and for the welfare of the Nation it should
not adjourn until it does.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. GOODWIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Appendix of the Recorp, and in-
clude a short poem written by a con-
stituent of mine, now in the armed forces,
as a tribute to his mother.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

JULY 3

DEFICIT SPENDING

Mr. BUFFETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BUFFETT. Mr. Speaker, a father
who is regularly wasting his wages get-
ting drunk and wrecking his home al-
ways blames the suffering of his family
on someone else. After making eco-
nomic whoopee for more than 10 years,
the New Deal is likewise trying to make
someone else the goat.

Trouble for a spendthriff does not be-
gin when his debts come due. His trou-
ble becomes certain when he spends the
borrowed money. The deficit spending
which makes inflation began 12 years
ago. Mr. Roosevelt said in 1932:

If a nation * * * extends its taxing to
the limit * * * and continues to pile up
deficits, it is on the road to bankruptey,

President Roosevelt pledged himself to
stop the deficits that create inflation and
bankruptcy.  Has he kept that promise?
A $118,000,000,000 increase in the Gov- «
ernment debt is the factual answer.

Yesterday President Roosevelt’s veto
message expressed concern about the
cost of living. His words about inflation
should be measured against his actions
of the past 10 years. There is no other
yardstick.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr, WOLCOTT. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix and include two
radio addresses I made last night over
two different stations.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no -objection.

(By unanimous consent, Mr, HALE was
granted permission to extend his own re-
marks in the RECORD.) -

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and include therein a resolution
adopted by the Sons of the Revolution
of New York State.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

h FOOD PRODUCTION

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAEKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr, Lanpis addressed the House, His
remarks appear in the Appendix.]
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. Mr.

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp and in-
clude a short statement taken from a
speech I delivered over the Mutual net-
work last night.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re=-
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vise and extend my remarks and in-
clude therein an article from the Antigo
Journal.
The SPEAEER. Is there objection?
There was no objection,

ETABILIZATION OF CURRENCY

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute and to revise and extend my remarks,

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no ohjection.

[Mr. Crawrorp addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
and include a brief address by a constit-
uent at Indianapolis.

The SPEAEER. is there objection?

There was no objection.

ONE HUNDRED AND SIXTY-SEVENTH AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF
INDEPENDENCE

Mr., RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for one minute and to revise and extend
my remarks in the Recorp and include
therein excerpts from the first inaugu-
ral address of Thomas Jefferson.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

[Mr, RanxIn addressed the House. His
remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. McEENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
a telegram and I also ask permission to
extend my remarks in one other instance
and include a letter from Mr. Brown,
head of the Office of Price Administra-
tion.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

THE CORN CRISIS

Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr, DIRKSEN, Mr, Speaker, corn is
no longer a problem; it is a crisis, The
manufacturers are sending wires and
letters frantically appealing for corn.
Feeders are clamoring for corn; indus-
trial processors, many of whom have al-
ready closed their operations, are clam-
oring for corn, This thing is a crisis
that must be met. I have discussed the
thing with various authorities in gov-
ernment and have urged immediate ac-
tion to meet the dilemma in which in-
dustry, feeders, feed manufacturers, and
others presently find themselves.

It occurs fo me there are two ap-
proaches to this problem. One is the
modification of the corn ceiling, but they
must go further than that, There must
be some relief from corn consumption in
the form of feeding heavy livestock;
something must be done to induce the
movement of heavy hogs and beef cat-
tle to market. The thing will not wait
end I am anxious and hopeful that the
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War Food Administrator will go into the
question at once.

An order was issued this week that, in
my judgment, will not meet the problem.
It will not induce corn into the market.
The order provides that where corn is
brought to the market between July 1
and August 10 the Commodity Credit
Corporation, through its country eleva-
tors as agents, gives assurance to the
producers of such corn that they will be
protected against any rise in the price of
corn up to October 31, This, however, is
nullified by the next paragraph in the
order which states that no increase in
the ceiling price of corn is contemplated.
Unless action is taken forthwith, not only
corn processors and feed manufacturers
will be in dire straits but textile mills,
balkers, candy manufacturers, and a host
of others as well, The time for action is
now.

The SPEAEKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Illinois has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. CASE, Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks
in the Appendix of the Recorp and to
include an editorial from the Disabled
American Veterans Magazine.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from South
Dakota?

There was no objection.

PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMEND=-
MENTS

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. Mr, Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my own remarks,

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr, SumneRs of Texas addressed the
House. His remarks appear in the Ap-
pendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr., PATMAN. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REcorp and to include
therein a radio address made last night.

The SPEAKER,. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

(Mr. GosserT asked and was given per-
mission to extend his own remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp.)

DIVISION OF LEGISLATIVE POWERS

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mich-
igan?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SuMNERS]
called attention to the fact that the
Constitution vests the legislative power
of the United States in the two Houses
of Congress. When he said Congress he
meant the two Houses of Congress.

About a week ago Friday this House
took action which brought congratula-
tory messages by wire and letter, but
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since that time over at the other end
of the corridor a veto has been put on
that economy legislation for which the
House was so highly praised. It occurs
to me that perhaps the gentleman from
Texas may be somewhat mistaken in
saying that the legislative powers rest
in the two Houses of Congress. It seems
that we might better obtain the atti-
tude of the other body and learn what
they want us to do before we take action.
I understand this question of firing the
fellows with left wing ideas is coming
up again today. I for one intend to vote
to keep them off the Federal pay roll,
inasmuch as our economy drive has been
defeated by the Senate and the House
accepted that defeat. Those who voted
to accept it and who were congratulated
might well notify those who wrote them
of the final result.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Michigan has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Appendix of the RECorRD
and insert therein a very brief and very
appreciative statement made by the
Prime Minister of Canada and the lead-
ers of the opposition parties concerning
the recent Interparliamentary Confer-
ence and the delegation from our Con-
gress which was invited and attended
the conference in Ottawa.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey? :

There was no objection,

EXPENSES, INVESTIGATION BY COMMIT-
TEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN
COMMERCE

Mr. PATTON, Mr. Speaker, by direc«
tion of the Committee on Accounts I sub~
mit the following resolution (H. Res.
284), and ask for its immediate consid-
eration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol=-
lows:

Resolved, That the expenses of conducting
the Investigation authorized by House Reso-
lution 88, Seventy-eighth Congress, incurred
by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, acting as a whole or by subcom=
mittee, not to exceed $12,000, including ex-
penditures for the employment of clerical,
stenographie, and other assistants, shall be
paid out of the contingent fund of the
House on vouchers authorized by such com-=
mittee or subcommittee thereof conducting
such investigation or any part thereof,
signed by the chairman of the committee or
subcommittee and approved by the Commit-
tee on Accounts.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the'request of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection,

The resolution was agreed to.

EMERGENCY FLOOD CONTROL

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I
call up conference report on S. 1134, a
bill to provide for emergency flood-con=
trol work made necessary by recent
floods, and for other purposes, and I ask
unanimous consent that the statement
of the managers on the part of the House
may be read in lieu of the full report,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON]?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement of the
managers on the part of the House.

The conference report and statement
are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the House to the bill (8.
1134) to provide for emergency flood-control
work made necessary by recent flocds, and
other purposes having met, after full and
free conference, have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to their respective Houses
as follows:

That the Senate recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the House and
-agree to thé same with an amendment, as
follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to
be inserted by the House amendment insert
the following:

“That the sum of $10,000,000 is hereby au-
thorized to be appropriated as an emergency
fund to be expended under the direction of
the Secretary of War and the supervision
of the Chief of Engineers for the repair, res-
toration, and strengthening nf levees and
other flood-control works which have been
threatened or destroyed by the recent floods:
Provided, That pending the appropriation of
‘said sum the Secretary of War may allot from
‘existing flood-control appropriations such
‘sums as may be necessary for the immediate
prosecution of the work herein authorized,
such appropriations to be reimbursed from
the appropriation herein authorized when
made: Provided further, That funds allotted
under this authority shall not be diverted
from the unobligated funds from the ap-
propriation “Flood control, general,” made
available in the War Department Civil Ap-
propriation Act, 1944, for specific purposes
therein enumerated.

“Sgc, 2. The provisions of Section 1 shall
‘be deemed to be additional and supplemen-
tal to, and not in lieu of, existing general
legislation authorizing allccation of focd-
control funds for restoration of flood-control
‘works threatened or destroyed by fiood,

“Sgc. 3. The Secretary of Agriculture is
‘hereby authorized and directed to suspend all
quota provisions and other limitations with
respect to the preduction of agricultural
commodities on any lands affected by floods
in 1943 whenever he finds that crops have
been destroyed or plantings interfered with
or washed cut on said lands by reason of
such floods, and he is further authorized to
permit the maximum planting on such lands
of any crops which are esszential to the war
effort, without the imposition of any penalty
or the withholding of any benefit, soil con-
“servation, or other agricultural payments,

“Sgc. 4. The War Production Board, and
every other governmental agency which has
Jjuriediction over allocations and priorities
relating to farm machinery and equipment,
are authorized and directed immediately to
take such steps as may be necessary to pro-
vide for the necessary allocations and priori-
ties to enable farmers in the areas affected
by floods in 1943 to replace and repair their
farm machinery and equipment which was
destroyed or damaged by such floods, and to
continue farming operations."

And the House agree to the same.

Win. M. WHITTINGTON,
A. LEONARD ALLEN,
A. J. Erurort,
Crxantes R. CrAsoN,
CarL T. CURTIS,
Managers on the part of the House,
JouN H. OVERTON,
BeENNETT C. CLARK,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
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STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House at
the conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendment of the
House to the bill (S. 1134) entitled “A bill
to provide for emergency flood-control work
made necessary by recent floods, and for other
purposes,” submit the following statement in
explanation of the efiect of the action agreed
upon and recommended in the accompanying
conference report as to such an amendment,
namely:

AMENDMENT

The Senate bill included H. R. 3010 with
the committee amendment reported by the
House Committee on Fléod Control. In ad-
dition to influding the provisions of the
House bill, section 2 authorized the Recon-
struction Finance Corporation to aid in the
rehabilitation, including the necessary relo-
cation, protection, and elevation above flood
plane, of railroads engaged In interstate com-
merce whose properties have been destroyed
or damaged in whole or in part by flood in
1943, to make loans not to exceed at any one
time $25,000,000, at a rate of interest not to
exceed 3 percent, upon such terms and condi-
tions and with such security as the Corpora-
tion may prescribe. Under existing law the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation is au-
thorized to make such loans to railroads upon
the approval of the Interstate Commerce
Commission when such railroads are unable
to obtain funds upon reasonable terms
through banking channels or from the pub-
lic, but requires adequate security, and the
rate of interest is left to the discretion of
the Reconstruction Finance. Corporation,
which Corporation is authorized to make the
loans at a rate in excess of or less than 3 per-
cent. The loans heretofore made are gener-
ally at the rate of 4 percent, although other
loans are made to rallroads at rates of inter-
est less than 3 percent. The proposed sec-
tion eliminated the requirement of adequate
security and eliminated other requirements
of existing law. There is adequate existing
law to authorize the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation to make rehabilitation loans to
railroads. The proposed section 2 would have
changed existing law. The section was elimi-
nated in conference.

Bection 4 of the Senate bill authoriged the
Becretary of Agriculture to suspend gquota
provisions on any lands affected by floods in
1943. All quota provisions have been sus-
pended except the provisions on cotton and
tobacco. It is too late to plant either cotton
or tobacco for 1843. The proposed section 4
does not, therefore, change existing law. It
was agreed to with an amendment that no
penalty would be imposed for exceeding the
quotas and that no benefit soil conservation
or other agricultural payment would be with-
held for exceeding the quotas in 1943.

Section 5 of the said Senate bill directed
the War Production Board and every other
governmental agency having jurisdiction over
allocations and priorities relating to farm
machinery and equipment to provide the nec-
essary allccations and priorities to enable
farmers in the areas affected by floods in 1943
to replace and repair their farm rnachinery
and equipment which was destroyed or dam-
aged by such floods. The sald section is in
accord with the policy that has been adopted
by the War Preduction Board; in fact, the
‘War Production Board has provided for the
actual shipment of farm machinery and
equipment into all areas where requests have
been made, affected by the floods in 1943. No
change is made, therefore, by this amend-
ment in the existing law or regulations.

The House struck out all after the enact-
ing clause in said Senate 1134 and inserted in
lieu thereof the provisions of the House bill
with the committee amendment as reported
by the Committee on Flood Control.

The conference report agrees to the provi-
sions of the House bill as passed by the House,
which had been previously included in the
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bill, It eliminates section 2 of the Senate
bill with respect to rehabilitation loans to
railroads, It includes section 4 of the Senate
bill with respect to quotas with the amend-
ments eliminating penalties and making se-
cure benefit payments, It also retains sec-
tion 5 of the bill providing for priorities for
farm machinery and equipment in flooded
areas,

Wit M. WHITTINGTON,

A, LEONARD ALLEN,

A, J. ELLIOTT,

CHarLEs R. CLAsON,

Cary T. CURTIS,

Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr, Speaker,
the House will recall that the Senate bill
included H. R. 3010, reported by the Com-
mittee on Flood Control. The bill was
considered in the Senate before it was
considered in the House. In addition to
the provisions of the House bill the Sen-
ate bill included a provision authorizing
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation
to make loans not to exceed $25,000,000
for the rehabilitation of railroads to pay
for the raising of their fracks and to
make improvements above the flood plane
where they were damaged or destroyed
by flood in 1943, It provided that those
loans should be made upon such se-
curity as the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation might prescribe and at a
rate of interest not to exceed 3 percent.
Under existing law rehabilitation loans
to railroads are authorized, but they are
required to be made, Mr, Speaker, upon
adeguate security and after approval by
the Interstate Commerce Commission
and after it had been shown to the Re-
construction Finance Corporation that
such loans could not be obtained from
private sources. The existing law is suf-
ficient for railroads that need rehabili- °
tation funds.

The provision in the Senate bill would
have changed existing law and would
have eliminated the requirement for
adequate and full security, and would
have eliminated the provision that the
railroads must obtain the funds from
private sources if they were available.
The provision for loans to railroads is
section 2 of the Senate bill. In addition
to the elimination of the requirement for
adequate security and the reguirement
that the railroads must show that they
were unable to obtain funds upon rea-
sonable terms from banking channels
or from the public, the section provided
for a rate of interest not to exceed 3 per-
cent. The Reconstruction Finance Cor-
poration has made many loans to rail-
roads. I understand that the aggregate
of these loans is about one-half billion
dollars. The rate of interest for loans
for rehabilitation is generally 4 percent.
Large loans have been made to rail-
roads for equipment. I am advised that
the rates of interest on these loans vary.
In some cases the rate is less than 3
percent,

Under existing law the matter of rates
is for the Reconstruction Finance Cor-
poration. It is not the province of the
Committee on Flood Control to provide
for financing railroads, farms, or other
properties. Such is the function of the
Committee on Banking and Currency.
The lean provision has no place in a flood
control bill. The Committee on Flood
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Control conducted extensive hearings.
There was no showing before-the Com-
mittee on Flood Control to justifly the
loans. The proposed section for rehabili-
tation loans to enable railroads to re-
locate and elevate their tracks above
the flood plane and to repair and rebuild
bridges at a rate not to exceed 3 per
cent interest would have changed the
existing law with respect to loans to rail-
roads. It would have eliminated many of
the restrictions imposed by the Recon-
struction Finance Corporation upon
railroads. I am advised that loans were
not made to railroads until the salaries
of officials were readjusted and in many
cases reduced. If the rate of interest for
$25,000,000 is made less than 4 percent,
the railroads that are paying more than
8 percent with adequate security could
well afford to ask Congress to reduce the
rates of interest.

Again, the authorization of $10,000,000
is to repair flood-control works that may
protect railroads, farms, and cities. All
classes of property are given equal treat-
ment. No loans are provided for farms
or for city property. The Disaster Loan
Corporation makes provision for such
loans. The Reconstruction Finance
Corporation in its discretion may make
the rates of interest for rehabilitation
loans 3 percent, The Reconstruction
Finance Corporation may charge 4
percent or less. It may charge 3 per-
cent, more or less. In all the circum=-
stances it was deemed unwise to change
the existing law, especially with regard
to the requirement for adequate security
and the rates of interest. Section 2 of
the bill, as it passed the Senate, which
provided for rehabilitation loans to rail-
roads, was therefore eliminated in con-
ference.

The bill as agreed to is set forth in the
conference report. It is the House bill,
also embraced in the Senate bill, with
the farm quota and machinery pro-
visions of the Senate bill, which are
really existing law, and regulations,

The Senate bill contained a provision,
which is section 4, that authorized the
suspension of quotas on flooded lands for
the year 1943, That is existing law ex-
cept on cotton and tobacco and it is
entirely too late for any cotton or to-
bacco to be planted. This provision of
the bill, as I say, is in accordance with
existing law and with the existing regu-
lations of the Department of Agriculture.

There was another provision in the
Benate bill, which is section 5, that au-
thorized and directed the War Produc-
tion Board to make available for the
flooded areas repairs and replacement
for machinery and equipment damaged
or destroyed by the floods in 1943, The
War Production Board advised that
those provisions have already been made
and that shipments have been made into
the area as requested, so that provision
of the Senate bill is in accordance with
existing law and existing regulations.
The conference report therefore em-
braces the bill as it passed the House
in the identical language as it passed the
House, with a repetition of existing law
and regulations as to quotas on farm
machinery, which in my judgment are
wholly unnecessary and only repeat.
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The provision with respect to loans to
railroads was not according to existing
law and is eliminated. The provision
suspending quotas, without eliminating
benefit payments, and the provision for
the shipment of farm machinery and
farm machinery repair parts into the
flooded areas are according to existing
law and regulations, and, while unnec-
essary, are retained.

Mr. PLOESER. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, WHITTINGTON. I yield.

Mr. PLOESER. Are we to understand
that the bill as it comes from the con-
ferees is in its original House form?

Mr. WHITTINGTON., With the ex-
ception of the two provisions to which
I referred, both of which are provided
for by existing law and are unnecessary
in my personal opinion, but to agree to
the main provisions which are the House
bill they were retained in the bill,

Mr. PLOESER. At any rate there is
no new provision contrary to existing
law or ‘broadening existing law as it
affects the railroads?

Mr, WHITTINGTON. That is right.
The bill is substantially as it passed the
House. The gentleman will recall that
when the bill was considered in the House
we struck out all after the enacting
clause of the Senate bill and the House
bill was substituted.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr, WHITTINGTON. I yield to the
gentleman from South Dakota.

Mr, CASE. Can the gentleman state
whether or not the hill in the form now
proposed will restrict the use of these
funds to the repair of destroyed levees
or whether it will permit the building
of such additional levees or such other
emergency steps as the Chief of Engi-
neers may determine to be necessary?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. As I said, Mr.
Speaker, the bill as it comes from the
conference committee retains the ex-
act language of the House bill, and that
language was written into the Senate
bill. It provides $10,000,000 to repair,
restore, and strengthen levees and other
flood-control works, which have been
threatened or destroyed by recent floods.
It is only applicable where the Federal
Government has constructed levees or
other flood-control works or where the
local interests have constructed levegs or
other flood-control works, and for such
repairs or restorations as are necessary.
There is a provision that pertains for
the first time to strengthening the levees
or other flood-control works that are
built in the future to take the place of
those destroyed, or other works that
may be needed in the nature of repairs
or minor improvements to existing
works.

Mr. CASE. When I appeared before
the gentleman’s committee in the course
of my testimony and other testimony,
attention was drawn to cases where there
were no existing levees, and, if I remem-
ber correctly, the division engineer testi-
fied that in many cases the levees that
had been built by local communities
were entirely inadequate, were not long
enough, or were not high enough in some
instances. g
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In some places there were no levees,
The increasing of the velocity of the
stream by reason of other river iniprove-
ments created flood damage where there
had been no need for levees besfore. If
the bill is restricted to strengthening ex-
isting levees, it does not do anything for
those areas where there were no levees
previously.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. All levees and
other flood-control works are treated ex-
actly alike. It has been the policy of the
Committee on Flood Control to approve
projects recommended by the Chief of
Engineers rather than to turn over to
either the Executive or to the Chief of
Engineers lump-sum appropriations to
enable them to expend the money at their
discretion. If there are no existing
works the policy is for those works to be
authorized. The Flood Control Commit-
tee hopes to report a bill later on this
session to provide for improvements
where there are no works at this time,
but this bill is for the repair of existing
works and for emergency purposes.

Mr. CASE: The testimony before the
gentleman’s committee, and I do not
refer to mine alone but to others, pointed
out that to protect existing levees some
new levees were necessary; that the
straightening of the channel in certain
cases had speeded up the water so that
a mere strengthening of existing levees
alone would not meet the needs of the
situation.

Mr, WHITTINGTON. There are
cases where local people—and cases
where the Federal Government has aid-
ed in the construction through the Work
Projects Administration—have con-
structed levees that were utterly inade-
quate. The only provision that Congress
can make is to repair those levees,
strengthen the part where they are
built, and do whatever is necessary to
strengthen, then secure an authoriza-
Itiign later on to rebuild, the entire levee

e.

Mr, CASE. Does the gentleman’s
committee contemplate considering fur-
ther legislation to take care of the de-
ficiencies in the flood-control system as
revealed by the testimony before his
commitiee? 7

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Isostated when
this bill was under consideration, The
committee has conducted hearings and
plans to report a comprehensive bill,
The gentleman will recall that there are
no appropriations for national flood con-
trol for the next fiscal year., We hope
to report a bill to provide for such cases
as he has mentioned and for other works
that the Chief of Engineers recommends
and to provide for their construction as
soon as funds are made available,

Mr. BISHOP, Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to the
gentleman from Illinois,

Mr, BISHOP. Do part of these funds
go to clean up debris and help build
fences and clean up the areas that have
been flooded?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. No; this bill has
only to do with flood-control work.
There is existing legislation providing for
disaster loans to farmers and for the
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rehabilitation of farmers where they
need livestock that has been destroyed.

Mr. BISHOP. How abaut drainage
ditches that would be appropriate to
drain such areas?

Mr, WHITTINGTON, If there are no
flood works, no. What may be called,
and are sometimes called, drainage dis-

‘fricts are included in this bill if the
levees or other flood-control works are
damaged or destroyed, along the rivers
or other streams,

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to the

gentieman from Connecticut.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Can the
gentleman tell me the effect of the pro-
viso starting in line 17, page 2?

Mr, WHITTINGTON. I do not under-
stand the gentleman.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Tell me
the effect of the proviso starting in line
17, page 2, of the bill: “The funds al-
lotted under this authority shall not be
mifﬁted from unobligated funds,” and so
forth.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I understand
now that the gentleman refers to the
Senate bill, line 17, page 2. As stated,
when this bill was before the House, that
proviso excepted from funds that might
be allotted payment of $250,000 to the
city of Hartford, Conn., and funds that
have been allotted for the construction
of projects in Louisiana authorized by
the act of August 1941. Those provi-
sions, wholly unnecessary, in my judg-
ment, merely affirm existing law on the
two propositions as provided by the War
Department Civil Appropriation Act of
1944, in my personal judgment being un-
justifiable, and do not contain any new
legislation.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. That is
the same item of $252,000 that was in a
bill recently passed?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes. It is the
exception carried in the War Department
civil appropriation bill. It should not
have been in the House bill, because I
think all projects ought to be treated
exactly alike, and handled and con-
strued as provided by law, but it does
not change existing law, and only unnec-
essarily repeats.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I agree
with the gentleman. ;

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr, Speaker, I
now yield to the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. CannoN] such time as he may
desire.

. Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I commend the distinguished gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTING-
ToN]l, chairman of the Committee on
Flood Control, and his commiftee of
managers on the part of the House, on
. - the excellent bill that they have brought
back from conference. It is practical,
it is workable, and it answers an impera-
tive need. I appreciate the reference in
the report to the incorporation of provi-
sions from my bill as a part of the meas-
ure. Only those who have actually
visited the scenes of devastation along
the banks of the Mississippi and Missouri
Rivers and their tributaries can appre=
ciate the destruction wrought by the re-
cent recurring floods. It exceeds any-
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thing suffered within the memory of this
generation.

The assistance of the Federal Govern-
ment provided for in this bill must be
made available immediately. There is
hardly a day to lose. The measure for-
mulated by the gentleman from Missis-
sippi and his committee, as it passed the
House and as he brings it back practically
intact from conference, will provide for
the more urgent needs. Under it no
new construction can be built. That
must wait the Public Works program at
the close of the war. But it provides for
essential repairs of existing facilities.
The destruction has been so great and so
widespread that unless the Government
does come to the rescue of this productive
section in the Middle West, it will be im-
possible with local means and facilities
to take care of the situation.

There has been no authorization for
the expendifure of money provided at this
session of the Congress that means so
much in proportion to the amount in-
volved as this measure does in providing
for the rehabilitation of agriculture and
the restoration of production in the heart
of the breadbasket of the Nation. It
is directly associated with the war effort
in the protection of an area which under
normal conditions produces vastly in
excess of its quota of the Nation’s food.

I am especially gratified that provi-
sion is made for strengthening and rais-
ing preexisting levees. Heretofore, un-
der the statute, money could not be ex-
pended to increase the height of levees
beyond their preflood status. Under this
bill as reported it will be possible to in-
crease the height of such works to a
point indicated by actual flood experience
as necessary to provide complete protec-
tion.

I am glad to have had an opportunity
to collaborate with the gentleman and
his committee and trust we can secure
prompt and favorable action under the
authorization of the pending bill when
the last deficiency appropriation bill is
returned from the Senate.

In addition to the money provided for
repair of levees, an authorization for an
appropriation of $15,000,000 has been
added by Senator Crarx of Missouri to
the deficiency bill for loans for farmers
in flood devastated areas to enable them
to resume production. I was able to
change this authorization to a direct ap-
propriation in conference between the
House and Senate and the money will be
available at once through the Farm Se-
curity Administration.

While Federal assistance is limited to
repairs during the war, extensive and
comprehensive plans for permanent flood
control are being drafted to include res-
ervoirs, dams, levees, and channel im-
provements, on which surplus labor will
be employed during the post-war period.-

In this connection, I include as of par-
ticular interest to those sections drained
by the Missourl River, a letter just re-
ceived from Major General Reybold:

Jury 1, 1943.
Hon. CLARENCE CANNON,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.
My Dear Mgr. Canwon: The Department
has received your letter of May 29, 1043, with
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reference to improvemenis on the Missourl
River. Accompanying letters express the
opinion that improvements for navigation
conflict with those for flood control and
comment upon the effectiveness of reservoirs
for flood-control purposes. It is urged that
levee protection along the Missourl River be
provided as early as possible. In your letter
you ask for information on these subjects
and for the comments of the Department on
these remarks about flood-control reservoirs,

The Department has made extensive in-
vestigations of the navigation and flood-con-
trol problems in the Missourl River Basin
and has recommended improvements to Con-
gress for the solution of a number of those
problems. Navigation improvements which
have been authorized by Congress and con-
structed by this Department have been suc-
cessful by providing a channel in a definitely
fixed location in the flood plain of the river.
The Fort Peck Reservoir, recently completed
in the headwaters of the basin, now provides
a regulated minimum flow in the channel to
insure sufficient depth for navigation pur-
poses and, in addition, provides storage ca=
pacity which reduces substantially the flood
flows downstream. g

The Flood Control Acts of June 22, 1936,
June 28, 1938, and August 18, 1941, authorize
the construction of a number of flood-con-
trol works throughout the Missourli River
Basin, of which the more important are a
comprehensive plan of reservoirs for flood
control and other purposes and systems of
levees and other protective works between
Sioux City and Eansas City and at the Eansas
Citys. The Department i$ now making addi-
tional investigations of the need for further
improvements for flood control in this basin,
and such further improvements as may be
recommended as a result of those investiga=-
tions will he submitted to Congress at the
earliest practicable date. The improvements
both for navigation and flood control so far
accomplished have constituted the first step
for the development of the Missouri River for
flood control, navigation, and other beneficlal
purposes.

Before the Missourl River Valley was set=
tled the river during floods overflowed the
channel banks and spread out over the flood
plain, which thus served as & reservoir tem-
porarily holding back a large portion of the
flood waters until the waters in the lower
part of the valley receded. As settlement of
the valley progressed there has been a con=-
tinuous encroachment by the works of man
on the flood plain which reduced this tem-
porary reservoir capacity and increased flood
heights all along the river. These man-made
works include highways, railroads, bridges,
levees, and many other types of structures
which have become of increasing importance
to the economic progress of the valley. This
has created the problem not only of over=
coming the loss of natural storage in the
valley but also of providing adequate flood
protection for the encroachments upon that
natural storage wherever such protection is
economically and physically feasible.

Adequate flood protection in the Missourt
Valley cannot be provided by levees alone, but
it can he satisfactorily accomplished by a bal-
anced plan of storage reservoirs, levees, and
channel improvements. In some of the res-
ervoirs it will be possible to utilize the water
resources at those sites for the development
of hydroelectric power without sacrificing the
usefulness of the reservolrs for the necessary
storage of water for flood-control purposes.
The improvements now authorized for flood
control, navigation, and other purposes in the
basin form an essential first unit of the over-
all development needed for the control of the
many water problems which exist in this ba-
siln. When completed, those improvements
will afford a substantial degree of flood pro-
tection for many of the areas which have
been damaged so heavily during past floods.
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As you are undoubtedly aware, existing pol-
icles on wartime construction established by
higher authority preclude the Initiation of
construction of additional public-works im-
provements during the war, unless a definite
showing can be made by the Federal war
agency directly concerned with the facilities
to be protected that the construction work
is essential to the war effort. The purpose
of these limitations is, of course, to conserve
critical materials, construction equipment,
and manpower for the successful prosecution
of the war,

You may be assured that the Department
is prepared to undertake the further ac-
complishment of the adopted plan of reser-
voirs and local protection works for flood
control and other purposes in the Missouri
River Basin as soon as the existing limitations
on public-works construction are removed,
subject to the avallability of authorizations
and funds.

I am pleased to state that section 6 of
the Flood Control Act approved August 18,
1941, authorizes the Secretary of War to
allot from flood-control appropriations not
to exceed $1,000,000 for any one fiscal year,
to be expended in rescue work or in the
repair or maintenance of any flood-control
work destroyed by flood. The Department’s
district engineers in the Missourl River &rea
are now making investigations of the levees
damaged by the recent floods on the Missourl
River to determine the need for Federal as-
sistance in repair work under this authority.
I may assure you that the Department will
assist as much as possible In the restoration
of the levees damaged by the recent floods
on the Missouri River within the limits of
the existing authority and avallable funds.

Although the preliminary estimates of the
division and district engineers in the areas
where the recent disastrous floods occurred
Indicate that the total costs of essential re-
pairs to existing flood control works damaged
by those floods will far exceed the authoriza=-
tion and funds now available to the Depart=
ment for such repalrs, I may assure you that
the Department will assist as much as possible
in the restoration of the levees along the
Missouri River.

As you know, legislation has recently been
introduced in Congress which, if enacted,
would provide additional suthorization for
the Department to accomplish the work now
required to repair flood-control structures
damaged by the recent floods in the central
and southwestern parts of the country. That
legislation is contained In the bills 8. 1134,
House Joint Resolution 132, H. R. 3010, and
other bills.

The enclosures which were enclosed with
your letter are returned herewith as re-
gquested.

Very truly yours,
E. REYBOLD,
Major General, Chief of Engineers.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. STEFAN].

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman ex-
plain sections 2, 3, 4 of the report in
connection with the farm land situa-
tion?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I have already
explained that. The bill as reported by
the conferees contains a provision that
quotas shall not be applicable, on lands
affected by floods in 1943, and that quotas
for said year shall be suspended without

prejudice.
Mr. STEFAN. The quota program will
not apply to those lands?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. It does not ap-
ply for the year 1943. The provision is
wholly unnecesary because quotas do not
apply except in the case of cotton and
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tobacco anyway, and it is too late to plant
cotton or tobacco.

Mr. STEFAN. The gentleman antici-
pates an appropriation to carry on this
work and that will come to us in the
form of a deficlency bill, as explained by
the chairman of the Appropriations
Committee?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes; that is
correct.

Mr. Speaker,
question.

The previous question was ordered.

The conference report was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table,

APPOINTMENT OF AN ADDITIONAL AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
immediate consideration of the bill (H.
R. 2801) to provide for the appointment
of an additional assistant secretary of
the Interior.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
tge request of the gentleman from Flor-
ida? .

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re-
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
is this a unanimous report from the com-
mittee?

* Mr. PETERSON of Florida. The com-
mittee went into the matter rather care-
fully and reported the bill unanimously.

Mr. TABER. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. TABER. Why do they need any
more assistant secretaries of the In-
terior? Itseems to me they have enough.

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. The work
bhas been greatly increased recently. The
duties of Coordinator of Fisheries have
recently been placed upon the Secretary.
Also, more than 200,000 licenses have al-
ready been issued under the Explosives
Act we passed. The problems of the
war have brought additional problems
in the various territories. The coal situ-
ation has also added a number of duties.
The Committee on the Public Lands
is a rather conservative committee, We
went into this matter rather thorough-
ly and decided that the additional posi-
tion is needed, but we limited it to the
duration of the war and 6 months there-
after,

Mr. TABER.,
temporary?

Mr, PETERSON of Florida. Yes.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr., Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr., MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Can the gentleman
give details as to what he means when
he says the work has materially increased
in the Territories?

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Iam more
familiar with Alaska than the other
Territories or possessions. I am not a
member of the Committee on the Terri-
tories, I know that in Alaska in con-
nection with certain lands on which
there were leases the leases have had to
be suspended and the people have had
to move out of certain areas. I am nof

I move the previous

It is limited, then; if is
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familiar with the other Territories and
possessions.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Puerto Rico and
the Virgin Islands, for instance?

Mr. PETERSON of Florida, I am not
familiar with them,

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman
has no information on them?

Mr. PETERSON of Florida., No.

Mr., SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
yvield to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. What is to be
the salary of this assistant secretary of
the Interior? x

Mr, PETERSON of Florida. Nine
thousand dollars.

Mr, SMITH of Ohio. Is his title to be
Assistant Secretary?

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. We say
there shall be no rank as between the
assistant secretaries.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio.
assistant secretary?

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I object, Mr.
Speaker.

STATUE OF SIR WILLIAM BLACESTONE

Mr, O'TOOLE. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2106) to
provide for the acceptance on behalf of
the United States of a statue of Sir
‘William Blackstone, the work of the late
Paul V. Bartlett, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusefts. Re=
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I understand that under this bill there
is to be no cost to the Government?

Mr. O'TOOLE. There will be a cost of
about $10,000 for the pedestal and to
landscape the grounds.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts.
Where is this statue to be located?

Mr. BULWINELE. If the gentleman
will yield, it is to be located on Judiciary
Square -in the city of Washington.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Will
the gentleman kindly give the House the
benefit of his knowledge about the pro=
posal?

Mr. BULWINKLE. This is a very in-
teresting matter. Mr. Justice Groner, of
the Court of Appeals, requested that I

He is to be an

, introduce this bill.

In 1923 the American Bar Association
was invited to be the guest of the Eng-
lish bar in London. At that time the
American Bar Association was going to
present a statue of Sir William Black-
stone to the bar of England. Mr. Paul
W. Bartlett, a famous sculptor, was se~
lected to do the statue. However, the
plaster cast he took over there was found
to be a little large, so he had another cast
made. Mr. Bartlett died after he com-
pleted the second statue. Mrs. Bartlett,
at her own expense, took the first plaster
cast to a foundry in Belgium and had the
statue cast in bronze and brought it back
to the United States. She wanted to
give to the United States this heroic
statue of Sir William Blackstone. It cost
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her something over $25,000, I under-
stand. Justice Groner, Chigf Justice
Stone, and others have been very much
interested in having the United States
accept this statue. It will cost about
$10,000 for the pedestal and for land-
scaping the grounds,

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, I
withdraw my reservation of objection,
Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
~the Interior is authorized and directed to
* accept, on behalf of the United States, the

brongze statue of Sir Willlam Blackstone, the
work of the late Paul W, Bartlett, as a gift
from Mrs. Paul W. Bartlett, and, with the
advice of the Commission of Fine Arts, to
provide for the erection of such statue at a
suitable location on the north side of Judi-
clary Square in the District of Columbia.

Sec. 2. There is authorized to be appropri-
ated the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof
a8 may be necessary, for carrylng out the
provisions of this act, including the procure-
ment of a suitable pedestal for such statue.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion fo recon-
sider was laid on the table.

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION
BILL, 1843

Mr. CANNON of Missouri submitted
& conference report and statement on
the bill (H. R. 2714) making appropria-
tions to supply urgent deficiencies in
certain appropriations for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1943, and for prior fiscal
years, and for other purposes.

Mr. Speaker, under the special order
previously agreed to, I call up the con-
ference report on the bill H. R. 2714 and
ask unanimous consent that the state-
ment be read in lieu of the report.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr, McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I
make the point of order that a quorum
is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a gquorum
is not present.

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr, Speaker, I
move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

[Roll No. 131]

Baldwin, Md. Green Norton i
Baldwin, N. Y. Hall, O'Brien, L.
Barden Edwin A, O'Hara
Bany Hart O'Leary
Boykin Hébert Fhilhin
Bradley, Mich. Hollfleld Phillips
Cannon, Fla. Izac Plumley
Capozzoli Johnson, Poage
Cochran Ward Pracht
Cole. N. Y Eee Rohsion, Ey.
Culkin Kennedy Russell
Dawson KEilburn Basecer
Dickstein King Satterfield
Drewry Kleberg Shafer
Eaton Lesinski Snyder
Eimer McCormack Stevenson
Fay McKenzie Sumners, Tex.
Fitzpatrick Magnuson Tolan
Ford Maloney Treadway
Fulmer Mansfield, Tex. Van Zandt
Furlong Mason Vinson, Ga

- Gallagher May ‘Wadsworth
Gerlach Merritt Ward
Gifford Merrow
Gillle Miller, Penn,
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The SPEAKER. On this roll call 360
members have answered to their names,
& gquorum.

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr, Speaker, I
move to dispense with further proceed-
ings, under the call.

The motion was agreed to.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanmious consent to extend the re-
marks I made upon the conference re-
port today.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced
that the Senate agrees to the report of
the committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 2935) entitled “An act making
appropriations for the Department of
Labor, the Federal Security Agency, and
related independent agencies, for the fis-
cal year ending June 30, 1944, and for
other purposes.” -

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the amendment of the
House of Representatives to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 19 to said
bill; that the Senate recedes from its
amendment numbered 30; that the Sen-
ate further insists upon its amendment
numbered 24, disagreed to by the House,
agrees to a further conference asked by
the House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr.
McCarran, Mr, McKELLAR, Mr. RUSSELL,
Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. TRuMAN, Mr. LODGE,
and Mr. WH=ITE to be conierees on the
part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Acting President pro tempore had ap-
pointed Mr. BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER
members of the Joint Select Commit-
tee on the part of the Senate, as pro-
vided for in the act of August 5, 1939,
entifled “An act to provide for the
disposition of certain records of the
United States Government,” for the dis-
position of executive papers in the fol-
lowing departments and agency:

1. Department of Agriculture.

2. Department of the Navy.

3. Executive Office of the President
(War Production Board),

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION
BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I renew my request. I ask unani-
mous consent that the statement of the
managers be read in lieu of the report.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement of the
conferees.

The conference report and statement
are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Benate Numbered b, 60,
and 61 to the bill (H. R. 2714) “making
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies
in certain appropriations for the fiscal year
ending June 380, 1943, and for prior fiscal
years, and for other purposes” having met,
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after full and free conference have agreed to
recommend and do recommend to their re-
spective Housess as follows:

Amendment numbered 5: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate to the amendment of the
House to Senate amendment numbered 5,
and agree to the same with an amendment,
as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed
to be stricken out by such amendment and
in lleu of the matter proposed to be inserted
by the action of the Senate and House of
Representatives, insert the following: “Pro-
vided, That no part of such fund shall be
available after June 30, 1943, for allocation
to finance a function or project for which
function or project a budget estimate of
appropriation was transmitted pursuant to
law during the Seventy-eighth Congress and
such appropriation denizd after considera-
tion thereof by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives or by the Committees on Appro-
priations of both bodies'; and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 60: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Sznate numbered 60, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
Restore the matter proposed to be stricken
out by such amendment, amended to read as
follows: -

“Sec, 304. No part of any appropriation,
allocation, or fund (1) which is made avail-
able under or pursuant to this Act, or (2)
which is now, or which Is hereafter made,
available under or pursuant to any other
Act, to any department, agency, or instru-
mentality of the United States, shall be used,
after November 15, 1943, to pay any part of
the salary, or other compensation for the
personal services, of Goedwin B. Watson,
Willlam E. Dodd, Junior, and Robert Morss
Lovett, unless prior to such date such person
has been appointed by the President, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate:
Provided, That this section shall not operate
to deprive any such person of payment for
leaves of absence or salary, or of any refund
or reimbursement, which have accrued -rior
to November 15, 1943: Provided further, That
this section shall not operate to deprive any
such person of payment for services per-
formed as a member of a jury or as 8 mem-
ber of the armed forces of the United States
nor any benefit, pension, or emolument re-
sulting therefrom.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

The Committee of Conference report in dis-
vigreement Senate amendment No. 61.

CLARENCE CANNON,

C. A. WOODRUM,

Louis Luprow,

J. BUELL SNYDER,

EMMET O'NEAL,

Lours C. RABAUT,

JoHN TABER,

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH,

W. P. LAMBERTSON,

J. W. DITTER,
Managers on the part of the House.

EENNETH MCEELLAR,

CARL HAYDEN,

M. E. T¥pINecs,

GerarLp P. NYE,

H. C. Lobpgg, Jr.,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

BTATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House
at the conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two-Houses on the amendments of the
Senate Nos. 6, 60, and 61 to the bill (H. R.
2714) making appropriations to supply urgent
deficlencies in certain appropriations for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for prior
fiscal years, and for other purposes, submit
the following statement in explanation of
the effect of the action agreed upon. and
recommended as to each of such amendments
in the accompanying conference report,
namely:



1943

No. 8. The original House bill carried pro-
vision extending until June 30, 1944, the un-
expended balance in the President’s emer-
gency fund on June 30, 1943, and to this pro-
vision the House added a prohibition on the
use of the fund for making allocatlons to the
National Resources Planning Board and the
Farm Security Administration. The Senate
struck out this provision and inserted lan-
guage of a general character restricting the
use of the fund. The House adopted the
Senate proposed language modified so as to
make the exemptions made applicable by the
Senate to the War and Navy Departments
likewise applicable to the Department of
Btate and the Office of Strategic Services.
To this the Senate added exemption for the
Federal Bureau of Investigation. All other
Federal agencles remained subject to the pro-
posed Senate lar guage as subsequently modi-
fled. The conference agreement omits the
House restrictions relating to the National
Resources Planning Board and the Farm Se-
curity Administration and substitutes, for the
original proposed Senate general restrictive
language as modified by the House and again
by the Fenate, the following limitation:
“Provided, That no part of such fund shall be
available after June 80, 1943, for allocation
to finance a function or project for which
function or project a budget estimate of ap-
propriation was transmitted pursuant to law
during the Seventy-eighth Congress and such
appropriation denied after consideration
thereof by the Senate and House“of Repre-
sentatives or by the Committees on Appro-
priations of both bodies.” ’

No. 60. The House bill, by section 304, con-
tains a prohibition on the use of any Federal
funds, after the date of the enactment of
the bill, for continuing in Federal em-
ployment Goodwin B, Watson, Willlam E.
Dodd, Junior, and Robert Morss Lovett. The
Senate struck out this section. The confer-
ence agreement restores the section modified
80 as to prohibit the use of Federal funds for
their employment after November 15, 1943,
unless such persons prior to that date have
been appointed by the President by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate,

No. 61. Corrects a section number; the
amendment is reported in disagreement. The
House managers will move to recede and con-
cur in the Senate amendment with an
amendment correcting the Section number
and inserting a paragraph to make appro-
priations in the bill, or portions of appro-
priations, available for obligation in the fiscal
year 1944, retroactive to July 1, 1943,

CLARENCE CANNON,

C. A, WooDRUM,

Lovurs LuprLow,

J. BUELL SNYDER,
EmMET O'NEAL,

Lours C. RABAUT,
JoHN TABER,

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH,

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, this conference report is satisfactory
to nobody, but, I trust, acceptable to
everybody. If I were free to write it, I
would write it differently. If the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Tasrr] were
writing it he would indite a still different
version. In fact, any Member of either
the House or the Senate conferees, and,
so far as I am aware, any Member of
either the House or the Senate, if he were
writing this conference report as he
would prefer to have it, would write it
quite differently, and the likelihood is
that no two transecripts would agree.
The conference report meets the wishes
of nobedy in every respect, and therein
lies its virtue; it is a compromise on
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which, with mutual concessions, all of
us can unite.

There are only two points of variance:
One relates to control of the President’s
fund. Under the limitations imposed by
the two Houses in the original draft of
the bill, the fund would have been, to
all practical intents and purposes, prac-
tically inoperative. Now it goes without
saying that an emergency fund at the
disposal of the Commaéander in Chief,
from which allocations can be made in
emergencies or in secret war operations,
is indispensable in modern warfare. No
war has been fought in modern times by
any country without such provision. It
follows, then, that limitations hampering
the use of the fund are to that extent
inimical to the successful prosecution of
the war, and the committee of conference
report back a provision under which re-
strictions on the use of the fund are
limited to objects for which estimates by
the Bureau of the Budget have been
denied by the two Houses or the respec-
tive Committees on Appropriation
thereof.

The second item—and the item per-
haps more directly in the public eye—is
that denying salaries to three Federal
employees charged with subversive

‘afiiliations. On this item the two Houses

have disagreed diametrically and em-
phatically. Xach has repeatedly sus-
tained its position by record votes and
perfervid oratory both in conference and
on the floor,

May I briefly address myself to those
Members of the House who insist that
the House refuse to compose the differ-
ences on this item by mutual concessions.
I appreciate the position that they take;
but, Mr. Speaker, there is a very ancient
document—too frequently overlooked in
these hectic days—cslled the Constitu-
tion of the United States. In that ma-
jestic document provision is made where-
by the Senate of the United States is
constituted a part of the Government
of the United States, and on terms of
equality with the House. The Senate
has voted five separate times on roll call
that it will not accept the House lan-
guage, and on one of those calls the vote
stood 68 to 0.

And when it is noted that the House
has also voted three timnes just as em-
phatically that it will not recede from
its position, we have what amounts to
the irresistible force meeting the im-
movable object.

Now it was for just such situations that
the machinery of conference was de-
vised. Committees representing both
Houses meet around a table in confer-
ence for the purpose of securing an agree-
ment; meet and discuss the issues in
order to harmonize the differences be-
tween the two bodies, meet in an effort to
reach a compromise on which both
Houses will undertake to agree. That
has been the course followed in this all
but historic instance. We have met in
conference in an endeavor to reach com=-
mon ground on which we might formu-
late a measure satisfactory to all con-,
cerned—and especially satisfactory to
the forgotfen and uncompensated em-
ployees of the Government waiting a
check for salary now 2 days past due.

127

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I say to the gentle-
man from Missouri that the Senate
leaves the House in a very ridiculous po-
sition. We have taken 400 pages of tes~
timony and exhibits on these three gen-
tlemen. The Senate never toock one
shred of testimony of either Mr. Dodd
or Mr. Watson, and only the statement
of Secretary Ickes with respect to Mr.
Lovett, and so after all of the testimony
heard by a distinguished special com-
mittee of this House, I confess the Sen-
ate does leave us in a very difficult posi-
tion. I eannot reconcile myself to it.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I confess,
Mr, Speaker, I find myself in much the
same frame of mind as fhe gentleman
from Illinois. I agree that much of the
disagreement is apparently due to lack
of information on the subject in dispute
between the two Houses. For example,
it has been frequently insisted in debate
that these three men have not had an
opportunity to present their side of the
case, that they have not been given a
fair trial, that they have not had their
day in court.

In order to dispell any such erroneous
impression it is only necessary to turn
to pages 119, 157, and 199 of the hearings
which I shall not take the time of the
House to read but in which the three
men themselves respectively assure the
subcommittee of their appreciation of
the courtesy accorded them and the op-
portunity afforded them to present every
possible argument and evidence in their
own behalf. To any who entertain any
doubt as to the fairness and integrity of
the proceedings, let me recommend even
a cursory perusal of the printed tran-
script of the hearings which are avail-
able to all on request. All three of these
men, without exception, told the com-
mittee they had been treated with every
consideration, that they had been given
every facility and had fully presented
their case and that they appreciated
the courtesy shown them by the com-
mittee.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself 2 minutes more.

I agree with the gentleman from Iili-
nois [Mr. DrkseN] that the House lan-
guage should stand. I am at a loss to
understand why anyone at all familiar
with the situation should not be willing
to accept it. But the Senate has set-
tled convictions to the contrary and has
not hesitated to express them and under
the Constitution they have that right.
OQOurs is a bicameral system of govern-
ment. The two Houses have equal voice
in all legislative matters, and the Senate
has but exercised its legitimate preroga-
tives.

So let us be practical for a minute.
The House secks the dismissal of these
three men. How can that cobjective be
accomplished? Not by defeating this re-
port. That would leave them in office.

‘If you reject this conference report
they retain their jobs undisturbed.

But if you agree to this conference re-
port you adopt & plan under which these
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men will be removed from office before
the 15th of next November unless ap-
pointed by the President and confirmed
by the Senate.

You may take your choice. I know
the alternative is not exactly to our lik-
ing, but we face a situation—do you
want to take them out or do you want
to leave them in. If you reject this re-
port, you leave them in, and if you agree
to it, you adopt the only available method
of removing them,

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr, TaBer].

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, your con-
ferees have brought in here a unanimous
report. The items in difference that
have not been composed are, as stated to
you by the chairman of the committee,
amendment numbered 5 and amend-
ments numbered 60 and 61. The amend-
ment numbered 5 relates to the Presi-
dent’s emergency fund. The language
frankly is a compromise. It will permit
the President to use the funds for neces-
sary war activities without enlarging the
use of it so much on other things than
war activities. I believe we have done
the best we could on it. The items that
the House put in, the Farm Security and
the National Resources Planning Board,
have been taken care of by the independ-
ent offices appropriation bill and the De-
gf.urtment of Agriculture appropriation

As to amendments 60 and 61, which
provide for taking off the pay roll of the
United States three men—Goodwin B.
Watson, William E. Dodd, Jr., and
Robert Morss Lovett—the first two are in
that agency of the Federal Communica-
tions Commission which was classified
by the three leaders of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff—Admiral Leahy, Admiral King,
and General Marshall—in a communica-
tion which was in the press yesterday and
which was brought before the committee
investigating the Federal Communica-
tions Commission, as an agency that is
a menace to the war effort. It was rec-
ommended by them that that agency be

-dispensed with and that the activity that
it was presently performing be turned
over to the Military Establishments, If
any more proof of the kind of a job that

. those gentlemen were doing was needed,
that would be it.

It is to be regretted that we have not
been able to come to an agreement with
the Senate that would throw them off
the roll immediately. It was apparent
from the examination they were given
before the Kerr committee—and that
represents 385 pages of testimony—that
the first loyalty of those men was not
to the United States of America, and the
committee felt that they should go off
the pay roll. I feel that they should go
off the pay roll. But we have gotf to have
legisiation that the Senate will agree to.
After long struggle, after four or five
votes in the House and four or five in
the Senate, we have come to this situa-
tion: They go off the roll unless before
the 15th of November their names are
sent to the Senate and the Senate con-
firms them.

Mr. WALTER. Will the gentleman
yield?
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Mr. TABER. In just a minute. It
seems incredible that the President, with
the picture that I have presented, with
the indictment of the division that those
men are active in, by military authori-
ties, would present their names to the
Senate for confirmation. It seems in-
credible that the Senate could confirm
them with the situation that is pre-
sented. I am confident that they will
go off the roll for good on the 15th
day of November,

Mr, O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman
yield? :

Mr. TABER. In just &8 moment. I
feel that it is of the utmost importance
that we pass legislation that will ulti-
mately provide for taking them off the
roll. Those men have been given a fair
hearing. They have been given every
opportunity to present their case.

I believe that this conference report
should now be adopted.

The SPEAKER., The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from California [Mr. ROGERs].

Mr. ROGERS of California. Mr.
Speaker, before we consider the urgent
deficiency bill, I think at least one Mem-
ber of this House ought to rise in opposi-
tion to the amendment which concerns
three individuals. I do not want it to
go down that the Senate was the only
body which had concern for our Amer-
ican processes of individual liberty.

Not that I expect this opposition to do
much good, but I want the REcorp to
show that not everyone in this House
sas by slack-jawed and pads clapping in
agreement when charges were passed off
as truth. There are many of us here who
well realize the danger to our traditions
in this Kerr amendment.

In the first place, the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Dies] rose on a point of per-
sonal privilege and in defending himself
proceeded to blacken the character of
39 other individuals who had nothing
whatever to do with the case. His state-
ments were full of many misstatements.
True to the tradition of his committee
there had been no hearings, no fairness,
no chance for defense. As a matter of
fact, there had not even been any prior
investigation, Men that he said should
be thrown off the Government pay roll
were not even on it. One of them had
been a paratrooper for 6 months, A
simple phone call would have disclosed
that.

And since no one, not even the House
of Representatives, can take a Dies
charge at face value, the House set up an
investigating committee to investigate
the work of an investigating committee,

In the second place, the Kerr com-
mittee completely disregarded prece-
dents—and I would like to call the atten-
tion of the House to the fact that there
is a long list of precedents for procedure
for committees like the Kerr committee.
Congress has been trying to throw indi-
viduals off the Government pay roll since
way back in 1787 and there is an estab-

, lished method for procedure in such

cases with prosecuting and defense at-
torneys, with open hearings and open
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transcripts of all those hearings and
charges made available to the accused,
and all that sort of thing. Completely
disregarding these precedents of proce-
dure, the EKerr committee made its
report after secret meetings and unpub-
lished findings. With this lack of infor-
mation the House voted. Later, after
repeated insistence, the hearings were
belatedly published.

But the Senate smelled a slight odor
of ancient tombs in which liberty had
been buried, and turned the matter
down.,

And now, in the third place, there has
come forth a typical politician’s weasel
compromise, The matter having become
too hot to handle has all been tossed in
the lap of the President, with the advice
and consent of the Senate. And this
compromise has been concocted by a
House of Representatives which claims it
is reasserting its own responsibility.

By its action on these three individ-
uals, the House will certainly not gain
in prestige nor in public respect. -

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to thegentleman from
Montana [Mr. O'CoNNOR].

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, as one
who has.consistenly voted against the so-
called Kerr amendment denying certain
employees of the executive department
their salaries, I want to say that I think
the House should approve the report of
the conferees. I cannot believe that if
these men are unfit to serve their country
that the President, in the first place,
would appoint them. Neither do I be=
lieve that the Senate would confirm such
an appointment in the event the Presi=
dent so acted.

As the distinguished gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Cannon] has so well said,
“the Senate is an integral part of the
Congress.” Now, in analogous situations,
the Senate would have the last say, Sup-
pose that the alleged acts of these men
amounted to impeachable offenses, and
suppose that their classification were
such, which is not a fact, that they could
be impeached, it would be the duty of the
House of Representatives to present the
articles of impeachment to the Senate.
Thereafter it would be the duty of the
Senate to determine the guilt or inno-
cence of the men so sought to be im-
peached after full hearing. Therefore,
as I have said, in analogous situations the
Senate would have the last say. Accord-
ingly, it is my contention that we should
not try to force our judgment upon the
judgment of the Senate of the United
States in this instance, and accordingly I
am going to vote for the report of the
conferees.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen~
tleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missourl. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr, WIGGLES-
WORTH].

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. MTr. Speaker,
I have signed this conference report, and
I am going along with it. I am going
along with it for several reasons.

I am supporting it, first, because I be-
lieve that it offers the only foreseeable
possibility of enacting this bill into law
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at this time and thereby providing the
funds that are essential to many people
on the Federal pay rolls and to the vari-
ous Federal agencies provided for in this
urgent deficiency bill. :

On four successive occasions the Sen-
ate has voted down proposals that have
been made for resolving the items in dis-
pute, including almost the identical
proposition that is now before us. It was
only last evening on the fifth attempt
that an affirmative vote was obtained in
the Senate for that proposition. The ac-
ceptance of this report at this time will
dispose of the entire bill.

. Secondly, I am supporting the report
because, from my standpoint, there has
been an improvement in respect to the
language affecting the use of the Presi-
dent’s emergency fund.

If I were writing the language, I should
prefer more restrictive language than
that now in the bill. There has been
clear indication in both the Senate and
the House that the abuse of these funds
in the past in the hands of the Bureau
of the Budget must cease. The limiting
language included in the bill at this time
is at least a step in the right direction
in that it reflects the determination.in
this respect of both Houses.

Finally I am supporting the report be-
cause it includes, in my judgment, the
most satisfactory agreement obtainable
in respect to the three Federal em-
ployees whom the Kerr committee and
the House as a whole have determined
should be eliminated from the Federal
pay roll.

A concession is, of course, involved in-
sofar as the House is concerned. On the
other hand, if accepted, the agreement
specifically provides that all three em=
ployees in question shall definitely go off
the Federal pay roll on November 15
unless there is first a reappointment by
the President of the United States; and
second, confirmation of any reappoint-
ment by the Senate of the United States.

In other words, the buiden is placed
squarely on the shoulders of the Presi-
dent and on the shoulders of the other
body. In the absence of affirmative ac-
tion by both, all three employees will go
off the pay rolls on November 15. In a
:rense the House indicts and the Senate

ies.

Mr, DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, WIGGLESWORTH. I yield to the
gentleman from Oklahoma. ;

Mr. DISNEY, Suppose they are ap-
pointed by the President and confirmed
by the Senate. Would that put them in
an unimpeachable class?

Mr, WIGGLESWORTH. Iam notsure
that I understand the gentleman's ques-
tion. I agree with the gentleman from
New York in the light of the testimony
developed by the Kerr committee that it
is highly improbable that reappointment
and confirmation of the three employees
in question could take place. If it should
take place surely the House is entirely
free, surely any Member of the House is
entirely free to take any appropriate ac-
tion either collectively or individually.

Mr. O'CONNOR, Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. 1yield tothe
gentleman from Montana.

Mr, O'CONNOR. This is true, is it not,
that if these men were to be impeached
the House would present the articles of
impeachment, which would have to be
filed with the Senate, and then the Sen-
ate would decide the guilt or innocence
of these individuals?

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. The gentle-
man is correct. The proposal before us
4s somewhat analogous to that.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Yes.

Mr., CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. 1yieldto the
gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, would
it not be fair to assume that if these gen-
tlemen are subject to impeachment by
the House and trial by the Senate that
tha House and the other body should pro-
cecd now with the impeachment, rather
than go through this delay to Novem-
ber 15?

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Of course,
there is no impeachment here. Noth-
ing is invelved except fitness to remain
on the Federal pay rolls. Postponement
to November 15 will certainly provide
more than ample opportunity for the
other body to consider the 380 pages of
evidence of the Kerr committee.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has expired,

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. O'NEaL].

Mr. O'NEAL., Mr. Speaker, if this
situation is understood by the House I
do not believe that we will have very
many votes against the conference re-
port. After all, we are a conference com-~
mittee delegated to fight for what the
House adopts, and to try to do the best
we can where there is a disagreement,
We cannot force the Senate to do what
we say, no matter how much we may
want them to do it and no matter how
strong we are for what we want them
to do. They are a sovereign body and
they do not have to do what we wish.
And in the same way the reverse is true,

We have now come to a situation
where the conferees have fought vig-
orously because of the attitude of this
House, and the Senate has voted four
times “no,” and one time for that which
we are now presenting to you. The
situation stands now that the Senate de-
clines to do exactly what the House
wishes it to do.

I think there is an old line of prece-
dents that the body which proposes a
new proposition, such as this, must yield.
When both sides find themselves irrec-
oncilably in disagreement, there is cer-
tainly the precedent that the House
which proposes the change is the one
that must recede. In other words, as
we are now in such a situation and the
Senate has stood pat, there would not be
anything left according to precedent but
for the House to recede. If we do not
choose to do that, the result is the same,
because the bill cannot pass and there-
fore we get nothing out of it at all as
to this amendment. Under those con-
ditions, therefore, we bring back to the
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House something that is very fair and
very sensible, it seems to me. The two
things in controversy are, first, that if
any funds are denied in an appropria-
tion for any specific purpose the Presi-
dent cannot use emergency funds for
that purpose. That is an agreement be-
tween us and it secms to me there should
be no question about that.

As far as these three men are con-
cerned, we are in this situation under the
proposed agreement of the conference:
That- these men go off the pay roll in
accordance with the wishes of the House,
on November 15, unless their names are
certified to.the Senate and the Senate
confirms those names, That is fair to the
Senate; that gives the Senate a chance
to go into the matter, to determine for
themselves whether they have had a fair
trial; and that is what they have object-
ed to, that the Senators have had no op-
portunity to weigh the testimony. In an
impeachment proceeding, of course, the
indictment is filed by the House and
those impeached are tried by the Senate.
This proceeding is very similar.

If you will examine the bill you will
see there are many agencies here that are
affected by this bill. It covers such items
as salaries of pages, clerks, and Govern=
ment employees; $122,000,000 of that
kind of pay is being held up at this time.
There is no use of our being hard-headed
and saying that the Senate must do what
we say. After all, the Senate does not
have to follow our recommendation; but
there are others involved; these men
and women who are being denied their
pay because of the fact that we have not
acted.

Mr, DIRKSEN, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? p

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentle=-
man from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN. As a matter of fact, if
the conference report is adopted, if these
men are nominated and confirmed by
the Senate before November 15, they are
changed in their classification from in-
ferior officials, are they not? In other
words, under those conditions, their po-
sition is changed so they could be re-
moved only by impeachment. They have
an entirely different status.

Mr, O'NEAL. I think under the cir-
cumstances of the disagreement we must
consider the fact that we are confronted
with a situation where we are punishing
Government employees who are being
denied money that they need, and need
very badly, and that their just pay is
being held up because of the delay in
passing this bill. We should pass the
conference report unanimously.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak=
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. LAMBERTSON].

Mr, LAMBERTSON, Mr. Speaker, I
have always supported the Dies commit-
tee and supported the report of the Kerr
committee. The Senate action is per-
fectly indefensible even according to
their own standards, for when one of
their number opposes a nominee for per-
sonal reasons and without evidence he
goes out. 'That is perfectly inconsistent
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with the Senate’s action on the men here
who have been investigated. Too, some
one erred in not getting the Kerr com-
mittee report to the Senate Members
earlier.

But, regardless of that, as I have
watched the proceedings of these confer-
ences I am convinced that this is the
best we can do. If anybody had watched
the Senate yesterday, watched the Sen-
ator from Tennessee trying to defend
this conference report from all the as-
saults that were made on it, they would
have wondered how he ever got it
through. 1 think therefore we should
accept this as the very best proposition
possible for an agreement.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Kansas has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Busseyl.

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Speaker, I have a
great deal of confidence in the conferees
on this bill. I also appreciate that a
great many Members here are anxious
to get home on the recess, but there is
a principle involved here that goes deeper
than just the fate of these three men.
The principle involved here is whether or
not people whose ideology is inimical to
our republican form of government
should be retained on the Federal pay
roll. This is a fundamental prineciple
of Americanism and we cannot get away
from it. I followed the record of these
men for years before I was‘ever a Mem-
ber of Congress and I want to say that,
knowing their records as I do, I would
rather stay here ail summer than relin-
quish my position in voting these men
off the pay roll. Here and now if we
adopt this conference report we are go-
ing to find that these three men—Dodd,
Watson, and Lovett—will resign before
November 15, and then where are you?
I care not what position any Member
of this House may take, but as for my-
self I cannot vole for the conference
report.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Illinois has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. LubLowl.

Mr, LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tlemen from Florida and other gentlemen
who are opening fire on the adoption of
this conference report are experienced
and wise legislators. They know that in
many, many instances—in fact in most
instances—legislation is a matter of
compromise., Somewhere along the line
there must be a meeting of minds. They
know that when the zero hour arrives at
‘the end of a fiscal year, with appropria-
tion measures in a bad log jam, a give-
-and-take process of compromise must
necessarily be invoked or vital appropri-
ations for the ensuing fiscal year would
fail, resulting in indescribable confusion
and distress.

Such a situation has now arisen. Itis
a condition and not a theory that con-
fronts us, The zero hour in respect to

. this important appropriation bill is now
at hand. The end of the current fiscal
year has come and we are floundering in
uncertainty. The sensible thing to do,
the reasonable thing for reasonable men

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

and women to do, is to agree to this con-
ference report and allow this bill to be-
come & law.

If it does not become a law, what will
be the result? A great number of Gov-
ernment employes, both in Washington
and in the field, will continue to be with-
out their salaries, and in these days when
high costs have forced hand-to-mouth
living, thousands upon thousands of
these Government workers will find
themselves financially embarrassed im-
mediately. The bill carries $122,000,000
to pay the salaries of these employees.
Surely we should do all we can to save
these faithful Government workers from
this inconvenience and suffering. In-
cluded in the total who would be affected
are the District of Columbia school
teachers.

The bill carries $609,000 for the train-
ing of nurses for the United States Public
Health Service, and that important ac-
tivity will be paralyzed unless the bill
passes. It carries $2,000,000 for cus-
todial employees of Government build-
ings, all over the country, in your dis-
trict and mine, who are paid meagerly
at the best and who will suffer intensely
if their pay is denied. It carries the
money for the Bituminous Coal Act, a
vital activity. It is the bill that pro-
vides the money to loan to soldiers while
they are being rehabilitated, and if those
loans are stopped or interfered with for
any appreciable time there undoubtedly
will be deep resentment. If this bill does
not pass, the President will have no
emergency fund—no fund he can draw
upon to meet any desperately emergent
situation that might unexpectedly arise.
That is an unthinkable situation in the
midst of a great war. .

Now let us pause for a moment to
analyze the proposal before us and see
if it is not a reasonable basis of agree-
ment. It is true that the three gentle-
men whom the House thought should be
dismissed immediately from the Gov-
ernment rolls, Messrs. Watson, Dodd,
and Lovett, will not be dismissed imme-
diately but will be given a lease of life
until November 15 next. If by that time
the President has not reappointed them
and the Senate has not confirmed them
they will go off of the rolls automati-
cally. What, after all, is unreasonable
about that proposition? What danger to
the public interest could possibly be in-
volved in carrying out this proposal? It
should be remembered that these three
men have never been found guilty of
subversive activity. What the House
found them guilty of was anti-American
indoctrination and not subversive ac-
tivity. The difference between the two
is as wide as the Gulf of Mexico. What
Judge KEerRr's able committee, in which
we all have complete confidence, said to
these men was:

We don't like your philosophy and we
don't believe that men of your type of think-

ing should be in the public service of the
United States.

That was all. And to that the House
agreed. And we who approve this con-
ference report point out that before
these men can remain on the pay roll it
will be necessary for them under this
conference agreement to jump two big
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hurdles. No one knows whether they
can jump either hurdle, The first hurdle
is reappointment by the President. The
second hurdle is confirmation by the
Senate. As strongly as I approve the
judgment of the House in the original
instance, I am not averse to having the
cases of these three men reviewed by the
President and the Senate. We of the
House have been busy men and our con-
sideration of the cases has necessarily
been of limited duration and extent.
We believe that further review by the
President and the Senate is unnecessary
to establish the unsuitability of these
persons for Government service but to
my way of thinking it is in the interest
of a liberality of justice and fair play
that such a further review be allowed.
I do not expect it to change the result
one particle. The three accused are men
of high intelligence and I do not think
for a moment that anyone even imag-
ines that they will engage or attempt
to engage in any subversive activities
between now and November 15. If they
should do so the F. B. I. would catch up
with them. The F. B. L. acts when ac-
tion is required and it is not bound by
any 4'2 months’ deferment agreement.

No one disapproves more heartily than
I do the McKellar bill requiring Senate
confirmation of an army of Government
employees and I will never vote for it.
But the proposition before us is not the
McEKellar bill. It is a specific proposal
for a specific purpose, which is to break
the appropriations log jam with which
we are presently confronted, to give the
departmental workers the pay to which
they are entitled and to permit the Gov-
ernment to function. I appeal to you as
sensible men and women to adopt this
conference agreement both because it is
a reasonable agreement and because it
is the only way out of a very serious
dilemma.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Speak=-
er, I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. HENDRICKS]., .

Mr. HENDRICKS, Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the chairman for being
so kind as to give me 4 minutes when
there are so many Members who wish
time on this motion.

We have an amazing situation here
this afternoon. I believe I can properly
say that many Members stood here in
this well and told you they believed that
these men should be fired; and they said
it had been determined definitely that
they were not loyal to the United States,
but still they asked us to enter into a
compromise. You cannot compromise
the flag of the United States.

As far as the Senate's being a part of
this Congress is concerned, I have known
that for a very long time, from the time
I was in grammar school; but the House
is also a part of this Congress. Why
should we knuckle to the Senate just
because they will not accept what we
have given to them? They have been
very arbitrary and inconsistent from the
beginning. In the first place when this
amendment came to them they voted
unanimously to reject it. In the second
place, when we sent this compromise
back to them they voted again to re-
ject it, but we gained votes. So they
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were willing to go a little further. Fi-
nally, they have accepted this compro-
mise, which is very inconsistent, because
in first rejecting this amendment they
told us we should not interfere with an
executive department of the Govern-
ment. Then they turned right around
and accepted a proposition giving them
the right to confirm these men, which is
interfering,

As I see it, there is no reason why these
men should be appointed by the Presi-
dent; there is no reason why the Sen-
ate should confirm them, and there is no
reason why any Member speaking of this
compromise should tell us that this
means if we do not accept this compro-
mise that we will not have a bill. Yes;
we do need a vacation; I need one just
as much as anybody, but I am willing
to stay here until Christmas Day to get
these men out. Every one of us knows
‘that the Dies committee and the Kerr
committee have investigated these men
and have determined that they are sub-
versive. When these men stand here
and admit they are not loyal to the
United States there is no reason why we
should aceept any compromise and Keep
these men on the pay roll.

I want to say just one other thing, It
has just come to me from a Member on
the Republican side that some of the Re-
publicans think it is very smart to adopt
this compromise and put the whole thing
in the lap of the President. ¥You are
playing politics with something danger-
ous if you vote that way. You Demo-
crats are playing politics if you back
them up.

We have voted twice on this measure.
On the first occasion we voted to expel
these men 318 to 62, and on the second
occasion 301 to 7l1. The Senate has
voted the third time and has finally
accepted this compromise. I believe if
we send it back again they will accept
the amendment,

I say again I am not willing to com-
promise. We should send this back, and
we will get a bill passed if we are will-
ing to stay here long enough to get rid
of these subversive influences in the Gov-
ernment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

“Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle~
man from New York [Mr. CeLLER].

Mr. Mr. Speaker, as one
who disagreed with the findings of the
Kerr committee, I believe we should
adopt this compromise because a half
loaf is better than no loaf at all. I dis-
agreed with the findings of that com-
mittee with reference to these three men
because I felt that they were determined
to be guilty by mere association and that
the proceedings were not legal or judicial
and were violative of the Constitution
which precludes bills of attainder,

I believe the compromise should be
adopted. I said half a loaf is better than
no loaf at all, although I am somewhat
of the opinion that this is not even half
8 loaf. These men—Goodwin B. Wat-
son, William E. Dodd, Jr.,, and Robert
Morss Lovett—in a way have been “Iynch
lawed.” On straight principle, no one
should vote for this compromise. But we
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have to be pragmatic. The deficiency
appropriation bill which we are presently
considering must pass. Otherwise, the
salaries of thousands of thousands of
persons will be held up. Appropriations
for various departments will be prevent-
ed. Those departments cannot function,
We must be practical.

The Constitution precludes a bill of
attainder either by the Federal or the
State Government.

We brought charges against these
three men; we tried these three men; we
punished these three men. That is not
a judicial method of trial. It is a star-
chamber proceeding. No legislator can
exercise the offices of prosecutor, judge,
jury, and sheriff at the same time.

We thereby disregard all the safe-
guards of a fair trial.

In cases of impeachment the lower
House acts as prosecutor and the Senate
acts as judge. There is a sharp demar=-
cation between the one who brings the
charges and the one who hears the
charges.

The proceedings against these three
men are illegal; otherwise we could just
as well attempt to oust the President or
the Vice President or a member of the
Cabinet by just cutting off his salary.

Time will not permit going into the
details of the charges against these men.
The gravamen of one of the charges is
that because they were associated and/or
indirectly, or directly, connected with
subversive or communistic organizations,
they are, in turn, communistic or subver-
sives. In other words, they were made
guilty by association. That is a new
method of trial and judgment. Wendell
Willkie recently represented a Commu-
nist in the Supreme Court. Did that
representation make him a Communist?
Daniel Webster acted as atforney for
many criminals. Did that make him a
criminal? Former Chief Justice Hughes
represented, in his New York office when
he was a lawyer, many corporate male-
factors guilty of violation of the anti-
trust laws? Did that make him an
offender? An eminent colonel was as-
signed to represent the Nazi saboteurs
recently in Washington before the Su-
preme Court. Did that make of him a
saboteur or 8 Nazi?

Frequently Members of the House and
Seznate are called upon to address gath-
erings or to write for certain publica-
tions. Busy as they are, they are unable
af times to investigate thoroughly the
make-up and the nature of these groups.
Sometimes they are sucked in innocent-
ly. They find out, after the event, that
they have addressed a group or written
for a publication that may have been
maintained by some Fascist and/or com~
munistic elements. Is the Senator or
Congressman thus innocently siphoned
into an unfortunate situation to be called
Fascist or Communist?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALTER].

Mr. WALTER. Mr, Speaker, the op-
position in the other body to the language
that we placed in this bill is on the
ground that if is unconstitutional for us
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to do what we did. Now we find the
Senate says that while it is unconstitu-
tional to take these radicals off the pay
roll today, on the 15th of November
doing the selfsame thing will be con=-
stitutional. ;

As to the charges that they have not
had a day in court, may I say that I am
the last person in the world who would
deprive any citizen of his day in court,
but it certainly seems to me that these
people are not entitled to a trial in every
tribunal of the land. We have confi-
dence in the Kerr committee. I do not
think a more careful committee could
have been selected, and I am perfectly
willing to follow the recommendation of
that committee,

I want to say a word to the Democrats,
but I do not want the Members on the
left side of the aisle to listen to what I
have to say. I have become so all-fired
mad at being compelled to apologize for
people on the public pay roll who are
masquerading as Democrats that it seems
to me this is the time to show the people
who are responsible for these employees
that we do not want to be embarrassed
any longer. If you took this whole crowd
of starry-eyed political nonentities and
placed them in the most sparsely settled
county in the United States, their com-
bined influence would not be sufficient
to elect anyone dog-catcher.

‘Why do we who have fought year in
and year out for the principles of Thomas
Jefferson have to adopt this group who
stand for nothing except their own selfish
ends? It is time that we eliminate the
greatest liability our great party has to
contend with.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak=
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER].

Mr. KEFAUVER., Mr. Speaker, I am
one of those who voted against the
amendment to strike these men from the
pay roll when it was first presented and
I have voted that way all along, I had
hoped that the House conferees might
agree to the original Senate position.
Of course, we must get legislation passed
eventually and I realize that possibly
something has to be worked out to meet
the position on both sides of the Capitol.

My fear about this compromise is, and
I am inclined to vote against it on this
theory, that the Senate has passed a bill
requiring Senate confirmation of all em=
ployees who earn more than $4,500 per
year, An amendment to that effect has
been placed on two appropriation bills
when they come back from the Senate,
I fear that by agreeing to this com-
promise we will be impliedly recognizing
that all employees of the Federal Gov~
ernment who earn a substantial amount
should be nominated by the President
and confirmed by the Senate. I hope
that the chairman of the committee in
the time remaining to the committee
will state whether or not this is any im=-
plied recognition of that principle be-
cause if it is I think it would be a very
dangerous vote on the part of the Housa
to agree to this compromise. I believe
the Senate confirmation bill is bad legis=
lation and not in the public interest.
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Unless that matter is cleared up by the
chairman of the committee and we have
a legislative expression that we are not
recognizing Senate confirmation I shall
be forced to vote against the compromise,

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. KEFAUVER. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr., MARCANTONIO. I have con-
sistently opposed the Kerr amendment.
I feel this compromise brings no honor
to either the Senate or the House. To
vaote for this compromise is to vote that
these men be discharged from the pay
roll on November 15 instead of June 30.
The date does not make any difference;
whether or not these people hold a job
for 5 more months does not make any
difference; what does make g difference”
is that to discharge them from the pay
roll violates every principle of elemen-
tary democracy; it is an unconstitutional
act, and it has the earmarks of fascism,
Further, this so-called compromise is an
invasion of the power of the Executive
to appoint. I therefore oppose the com-
promise for the same reasons I have
opposed the discharge of these three
employees.

Mr. KEFAUVER. May 1 ask the
chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations if this will be impliedly recog-
nizing that all employees of the Fed-
eral Government earning substantial
amounts shall be nominated by the
President and confirmed by the Senate,
that is, by the adoption of this confer-
ence report. If this is getting a foot in
the door I shall have to vote against the
conference report.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri.
relation whatever to that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
desire to the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. JENNINGS].

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include
therein certain quotations,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-|
man from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle--
man from New Mexico [Mr., ANDERSON],

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico., Mr.
Speaker, I want to say this to this
House as earnestly as I can: As a mem-
ber of the Kerr committee, who has
served long and earnestly on that com-
mittee and done his level best, I plead
with you to accept this conference re-
port. I assure you that as far as I am
concerned this is no compromise of
principle. The basis upon which the
EKerr committee was set up was that we
would go through the evidence and rec-
ommend those people whom we thought
to be unfit for public service. We have

It has no
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done that in these three cases. I am en-

tirely willing to believe that when Mem-
bers of this House and of the Kerr com-
mittee go before the proper Senate com-
mittees they will be able to convince
those committees that these men are
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still unfit for public service. I have not
lost faith in representative government,
either in the House or in the Senate.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
just a minute.

Let me say that I have taken the time
to go to the office of the Eerr committee
and review every case that is in its files.
If some of you would spend that much
time in such unpleasant work you would
understand why I am so keenly inter-
ested in this.

I think that while it is true that there
are men who need to be condemned,
there are also men who need to be ex-
onerated. It is just as important that a
free and responsive government should
try to provide justice and free the inno-
cent as that it should seek to convict
the guilty.

There is on the Dies list one man,
Thomas Arthur Bisson, whose only crime
is that he lived much of his lifetime as
a missionary for the Methodist Church
in China. When that man came back to
this country, when the invasion of China
made it impossible for him to remain
there in his work, he went to a rally pro-
moted by the Friends of China and made
an eloquent plea for the people he had
been serving., His name got tangled up
with the organization and he is today
on a blacklist. I say to you he does not
belong there.

One of the editors of Time magazine
has written your committee and made
the strongest possible plea in behalf of
this individual. I want to clear him by
the same sort of legislative process we
have been working on, and which this
conference report would continue,

.On that list there is a young man,
David Karr, whose only crime is that he
wrote a series of newspaper articles ex-
posing the establishment of a German-
American Bund in New York City.
Somehow those articles were too hot for
the New York press to publish, and they
got into the hands of one of his friends,
and, innocently, they were taken down to
the Daily Worker and printed there at
that time. The young man received no
pay for his work. He did not know his
articles were going to be printed in the
Daily Worker. Today he is criticized
because he at that early time, 4 years
ago, condemned and exposed the Ger-
man-American Bund, Was he wrong?
Should his case not be heard and settled
as we are here proposing?

In addition, there is a young man—
and his name is Joseph Facci; the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. Vooruis]
knows him—whose only crime is that he
was an anti-Mussolini Italian in Cali-
fornia. He opposed Mussolini all the
way through. For that he became listed
with anti-Fascist groups whose purposes
were not of the best.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
decline to yield.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that the gentleman
from New Mexico, instead of talking
about these three who have been con-
victed, is talking about some who are
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not involved in this amendment. I
should like to have him discuss the cases
before,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman from New Mexico will proceed
in order.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. When
I see three names of that nature that I
know should be cleared, I say fo you
that I want this Congress to establish a
policy that can carry on and that will
permit our committee to work, We have
condemned three men. I think we have
condemned them properly, but I do not
think the job has been done in this Gov-
ernment.

There was a man, Karl Borders, who
was head of the rent section of O. P. A.,
whose record as far as public life is con-
cerned was that he belonged to and was
secretary of a certain League of Indus-
trial Democracy in Chicago, an organi-
zation working for “a social order based
on production for use and not for profit.”
He worked in Soviet Russia for several
years. That individual became head of
the rent control division of O. P. A, He
is today the head of the O. P. A. in
Hawaii at $8,000 per year. Isit any won-
der that we have had some trouble on
the profit situation within O. P, A.? 1s
it any wonder that there have been com-
plaints on the rent section of O. P. A.?

Let me point out to you that a few days
ago there was a confroversy over a cer-
tain Negro, Doxey Wilkerson, who re-
signed from O. P. A. to go out and spend
his life as a Communist lecturer. It was
asserted that people in O. P. A. were sur-
prised that he had become a Communist
lecturer and that no one had any idea of
his Communist leanings. They should
not have been surprised because the De-
partment of Justice on May 15, 1943, over
the signature of John Edgar Hoover sent
to his employers a reminder that in Feb-
ruary of 1942 the F. B. 1. had established
the fact that he was a Communist, and
in their memorandum of May 15 they
said, “He is now reported getting ready
to become a Communist lecturer.”

Here is what the F. B. 1. said about
him:

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION,

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1943.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE INTERDEPARTMENTAL

COMMITTEE ON EMPLOYEE INVESTIGATIONS

Under date of May 21, 1942, T made avail-
able to Mr. Edwin D. Dickinson, formerly Spe-
clal Assistant to the Attorney General, a copy
of the report of Special Agent G. W. Hall,
dated March 7, 1942, at Washington, D.-C.,
which reflected this Bureau's investigation
of Doxey Alphonso Wilkerson, an employee
of the Federal Security Agency, conducted
under the provisions of Public Law No. 135,
Seventy-seventh Oongresa.

As will be observed from a review of that
report, considerable information was reported
showlng Wilkerson's activities with various
organizations heretofore declared subversive
by the Department of Justice with respect to
these types of cases. As further shown, one
confidential source related that Wilkerson
was a member of the Communist Party and
worked directly out of the national office in
New York City. This person stated, however,
that Wilkerson did not belong to the Coms-
munist Party in the District of Columbia in
an effort to hide his party connections.

The results of this investigation were made
available to the Federal SBecurity Agency on
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March 26, 1942, and that agency advised by
letter, dated December 9, 1942, that “we find
nothing to show that the above employee has
engaged in activities which might properly
be characterized as subversive or disloyal to
our Government. Therefore, he has been
exonerated, and we are filing the report with-
out further action.”

In this regard and as of possible interest
to the committee the Washington fleld office
of this Bureau recently recelved information
from a highly confidential source that Doxey
Wilkerson sontemplates resigning his posi-
tion with the Federal Security Agency in or=-
der that he might devote his full time to
Communist Party work in Baltimore, Md.,

Very truly yours,
JoHN Epcar HOOVER,
Director.

Think of that. The report of the F.
B. 1. as early as March 7, 1942, had in-
dicated the nature of Wilkerson's be-
liefs. The memorandum had listed di-
rectly the Communist Party, which the
Attorney General of the United States
found to be subversive, and six other or-
ganizations which he had classified as
fronts for subversive movements.

What do you suppose the agency af-
fected did about that? Why, it cleared
Wilkerson, of course. On December 9,
1942, the Assistant Administrator ruled:

We find nothing to show that the above
employee has engaged In activities which
might properly be characterized as subver-
sive or disloyal to our Government. There~
fore, he has been exonerated, and we are
filing the report without further action.

The Federal Bureau of Investigation
was so notified.
That was a strange action, for on July

+ 9, 1942, the special investigation of the

‘Wilkerson case had caused a letter to be
sent to the subversive personnel com-
mittee of the agency which read:

The majority of confidential informants ad-
vised that Wilkerson consistently follows the
Communist party line and if he is not a mem-
ber of the party is at least a fellow traveler.
He was president of the American Federation
of Teachers when the Communists were in
control.

That is not a report of the Dies com-
mittee or the Kerr committee. That is
from Wilkerson's own agency, And the
report closed with these highly important
observations:

Confidential informant T-34 advised that
Wilkerson {5 a member of the Communist
Party working out of the national office on
the Communist Party in New York. Other in-
formants stated that they observed Wilker-
son at a Communist meeting in the Press
Building on September 21, 1841, He seems
to be closely tied up with Communist activity
in the District of Columbia.

What do you suppose happened then?
Exactly nothing. Wilkerson was invited
in for a hearing within his Department
and allowed to lecture on the beauties
of socialism and the advantages of life
in a Communist state, and that was all.

But you can observe from the letter
of the F. B. I. on May 15, 1943, that it
was not satisfied. J. Edgar Hoover was
still after Professor Wilkerson. He told
the Department again that Wilkerson
was about to resign to devote his full time
to Communist Party work. That was
serious, and the head of the F. B. I. had
a right to expect that the agency would
act.
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What happened? The matter was
routed around the office and on June 19,
only a few days before he actually re-
signed to work for the Communists, he
was again cleared with this report:

Our committee of course could not estab-
lish conclusively that Wilkerson was not sub-
versive—it is impossible to establish that
conclusively about anyone. But the evidence
available to the committee was not such
as to show he was subversive or disloyal.

That gives us a complete and clear -

index to the workings of the interde-
partmental committee and the special
white-washing committees set up within
the departments. They have made a
farce of the entire proceedings and their
verdicts cannot be, trusted. Evidence?
Why, they had it by the barrel. If time
permitted, I could read it to you by the

running yard, but it should be enough

to let the official warning of the F. B. I,
stand, particularly when Wilkerson
proved the accuracy of the F. B. I. charges
by doing exactly what J. Edgar Hoover
said he was planning to do.

Very well, but what of the United
States Civil Service Commission which
is supposed to screen these applicants for
public positions. I wondered how care-
fully it had acted.

Let me give you its report on the Wil-
kerson case as it came to me a day or two
ago:

$ UNITED STATES CIVIL
SERVICE COMMISSION,
Washington, D. C., July 1, 1543,
Hon, CLiNTON P. ANDERSON,
House of Representatives.

Dear Mr. ANDERSON: You reque:.ed for use
as a member of the subcommittee of the
House Committee on Appropriations a report
from the Commission on the case of Mr.
Doxey A. Wilkerson. Mr. Wilkerson recently
resigned from employment with the Office of
Price Administration.

The records of the Commission show that

‘Mr. Wilkerson was approved for appointment

in a temporary position in. the Coneumers'
Division, Office of Price Administration, on
June 29, 1942, This employment was on 'a
per diem basis, the title of the position being
“Consultant.” The authority used for ap-
pointment was a provision designated as
paragraph 13 of section 1 of schedule A of
Civil Service Rules. Appointments under
this provision are excepted from examina-
tion and are not regarded as being in the
regular civil service. The provision is for
the purpose of enabling Covernment agen-
cies to make temporary, part time, or inter-
mittent appointment of professional, scien-
tifle, or technical experts for consultation
purposes. Investigations are not made for
appointments under this authority unless re-
quested by the employing agency.

Mr., Wilkerson's temporary appointment,
effected as above, was extended on the fol-
lowing dates: July 9, 1942, August 21, 1942,
September 21, 1942, and November 9, 1942,

On March 27, 1943, the Civil Service Com-~
mission approved Mr. Wilkerson's appoint-
ment as an Education Specialist at a salary
of $3,800 per annum in the Office of Price
Administration. This appointment was au-
thorized for what is known as war-service
employment, It does not confer civil-service
status but authorizes employment for the
duration of the war and not to exceed 6
months thereafter. The appOintment ap-
proved on March 27, 1943, was made subject
to investigation. Under agreement hetween
the Civil Service Commission and the Office
for Emergency Manangement responsibility
for character investigation for appointees of
constituent agencles of the Office for Emer-
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gency Manangement is for the central admin.
istrative services of the Office for Emergency
Management. The Civil Service Commission
passes on reports of such investigations when
received. No such report has been received
on the Wilkerson case.

It is understood that you are interested in
a report on the case of Mr. Karl Borders and
that a written request for this report will be
forwarded to the Commission either by your-
self or through the office of Congressman
EKEerr, chairman of the subcommittee. The
Commission has an investigation report on

“the Borders case and the information is being

put in shape for-forwarding.
By direction of the Commission:
Very respectfully,
WiLniam C. HuLr,
Ezecutive Assistant.

I say if the departments will not do
the job of checking these people, it is
necessary for some committee to work,
and if you do not adopt this compromise
you are going to find out that the Kerr
committee cannot work and no other
committee of Congress can work, -

I congratulate the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. CannonN] and the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Taser] and
their colleagues on the deficiency com-
mittee who have stood up and fought
hard for what the Kerr committee tried
to do. They have done their best to get
this matter the way that you wanted it,
but they could not, and they had to take
something that I think is satisfactory
because I am convinced that when the
record of these men is made plain to the
Senate you are not going to have any
trcuble with the situation there. What
changed the recent votes on this matter
in the Senate? The fact that the Kerr
committee hearings were published and
the Senators could read them. That
same thing will happen again.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Is it not true that the
language of the report which was signed
by the gentleman from New Mexico states
that they are unfit to continue in Federal
employ?

Mr, ANDERSON of New Mexico. Yes;
and I think they are unfit. I want fo
get them off as quickly as I can, and as
nearly as I can see it, the first day is the
15th of November. So adopt the confer-
ence report and make that possible.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from New Mexico
has expired. :

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr, DITTER].

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, our dis=-
tinguished colleague from Pennsylvania
[Mr. WALTER] addressed himself a mo-
ment ago to the Democrats. He assumed
a rather apologetic vein. I am going
to address myself to the Republicans, I
say the Republican Party need not make
any apology for its opposition to any
third-party movement. I want to call a
witness or two to the stand right now.
I ask my Republican brethren whether
the Americanism of the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. LaMBErTSON] could ever be
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questioned. I ask my Republican breth-
ren whether the Americanism of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Wic-
GLESWORTH] could ever be questioned. I
ask my Republican brethren whether the
Americanism of the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Taper]l could ever be
questioned. I shall make no profession
as to my own position. I supported, as
did my three colleagues on this commit-
tee, the Kerr committee,- We have urged
that the evidence be brought in, which
we think was sufficient upon which to
base the findings that have been made.
We in no way repudiate the action of
that committee. We in no way condone
the conduct of these three men. How-
ever, we have reached a very practical
problem. My friepd the gentleman from
Illinecis [Mr. DirgsEN]—and there is no
man in the House for whom I have a
greater regard or warmer affection—
asks whether the findings were not that
those men should not continue in public
seryice. We still say so. We have not
changed our opinion on that.

‘We have gotten to the point, however,
where we must face the practical prob-
lem as to the best way to get rid of them.
Oh, the easy thing to say is that we will
wait unfil next Christmas if necessary
1o get rid of these men. That is not the
answer to this problem. The question
is whether—when controversies present
themselves, and reasonable men, honest
men, find that there are differences of
‘opinion, something in the nature of ir-
reconcilable differences of opinion—
whether each side is willing to give some
ground in order to reach a workable con-~
clusion. I wonder whether the constitu-
tional convention would have brought
forth the document which it did, had
there not been men in that body who
realized that compromise must be
reached.

Mr. HOFFMAN., Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DITTER. I believe the constifu-
tional convention was a convention of
great compromises—not the compromis-
ing of principle but the compromising
of means by which principle might be
sustained. I am now addressing my Re-
publican friends, just as my friend ad-
d the Democrats. I am pleading
to the Republicans. The four Repub-
licans who sat on this conference com-
mittee were just as positive in their de-
nunciation of those agencies that have
been dangerous to the way of American
life and our constitutional government
as any man in the House. We are just
as much opposed to these men as you are.
We are not condoning their conduct.
We are asking you, however, to have
faith in us. We have used the best
means we have at our command for
carrying out the work of the Eerr com-
mittee and the findings of that body.
‘We plead for your endorsement and ap-

oval,
~ The SPEARER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield to the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. Hosesl.
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Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, the Con-
stitution forbids the passing by Congress
of any legislation that inflicts punish-
ment without judicial trial. Legislative
inquisitions, no matter how fair, honest,
and able the committees that conduct
them, are not judicial trials. Neither-is
confirmation by the Senate, nor its re-
fusal to confirm. Nothing but a trial in
a court of law satisfies the mandate of
the Constitution.

The Congress has no more right to
remove Watson, Dodd, and Lovett from
office in November than now,

The granting to the sentenced trio of
the possibility of another hearing before
& Senate committee falls just as short
of giving them a trial in court as did
the hearings held by the Dies and Kerr
committees of the House. Nor would it
be a judicial trial if an inquisition be-
fore a Senate committee, or even before
the Senate itself, were certain. No
hearing, investigation, or trial which
could be conducted by the Congress, or
either House thereof, nor any part of
either, could possibly be a judicial trial.
Any such procedure would, of course, be
legislative action—not judicial. The
Constitution says:

The judicial power of the United States
shall be vested in one Supreme Court and in
such inferior courts as the Congress may from
time to time ordain and establish.

No possible procedure in either of the

other two coordinate branches of our
Government can be a judicial procedure.
It may be, and frequently is, a perfectly
Jjudicious procedure, but none can be ju-
dicial unless conducted in that branch
of our Government in which all judicial
power of the United States is vested.
Therefore, multiplying the number of
nonjudicial trials is as absurd as trying
to make three—or a dozen—wrongs con-
stitute a right.
. In the second place, the Congress has
no more constitutional power to invade
the province of the Executive authority
by requiring the Chief Executive to sub-
mit the appointments of certain named
employees in the executive branch of our
Government to the Senate for confirma-
tion, vel non—the right fo appoint whom
was vested by act of Congress in subor-
dinate officials of the executive branch—
than it has to remove them from office
by more direct legislative action.

So, neither postponing the date of exe-
cution nor the grant of the possibility of
another nonjudicial trial adds any color
or semblance of constitutionality to this
latest proposal. Nor is the invasion of
the province of the Executive power
cured by attempting to force the Chief
Executive to submit these names for the
advice and consent of the Senate.

May I again call your attention to
some of the decisions of the Supreme
Court of the United States that support
these contentions? Here they are:
Cummings 'v. Missouri (71 U. S. (4 Wall.
277); Ez parte Garla..d (71 U. 8. 4
Wall.) 333); Myersv.U. S. (272 U. 8. 52) ;
U, 8. v. Perkins (116 U. 5. 483); Hum-
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phrey’s Executor v. U. S. (295 U. 8. 602) ;
Morgan v. T. V. A, (115 Fed. (2d) 990),
in which certiorari was denied in 61 Su-
preme Court Report 806.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 7 minutes to the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. WoobrumM].

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I hope very much that the House
will adopt this conference report. I
think it has been shown here that every
member of this conference committee has
supported and is supporting the Kerr
commitiee. Every member of this con-
ference feels just as keenly about the
merits and the importance of the EKerr
amendment as any Member of this House
can feel, But, after all, it is a condition
and not a theory that we are confronted
with, I would like for just a minute, if
you will bear with me, to review the
history of this thing. Let me say, if I
may be pardoned for being a little per-
sonal, that the first amendment ever
written into any Federal law, seeking to
keep Communists off the pay roll or take
them off, was an amendment of which I
was the author, and was put into the
W.P. A. bill which our investigating com-
mittee reported to this House., That is
how I feel about it; how strongly I feel
about it.

Mr. HOBBS. Mr, Spesker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I have
not much time,

Mr. HOBBS. That was the abolition
of an entire project or class; was it not?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That
was an amendment that provided thaf
nobody could draw pay unless he signed
a statement saying that he was not a
Communist, It was a sweeping amend-
ment, and it did clean off a lot of people
from the rolls,

Let us go back a moment and see
where we are. When we first came in
at the beginning of this session  and
started to have amendments put on
appropriation bills taking off the Fed-
eral pay roll certain individuals because
charges had been preferred against
them by the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Dies], what did the membership
of the House say about it? You re-
member what we said? We said, “That
is all right, If they are unfit to serve,
let us take them off, but we want some
evidence of that. These men are en-
titled to a day in court. Let us have
an orderly procedure, bring us an or-
derly record, and then we will vote on
it.” I think that was a tenable position,
and we set up the Kerr committee,
composed of splendid gentlemen, men
of fine attainment who have worked
honestly and sincerely and brought in
8 report on which practically all of us
agree,

‘We voted them off the pay roll. Now,
let us try to be fair and let us examine
our own position a little. We could not
take this action just by a simple resolu-
tion of the House of Representatives.
It must be concurred in by the Senate
of the United States. I do not think
we can express so much amazement
that a United States Senator said just
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what you and I said. What did we do?
We carried this bill to the Senate, We
said “Senator, here are three men. We
have looked into it and they are unfit for
service. Will you please sign on the
dotted line and turn them out?” “Well,”
the Senator said, “gentlemen, that is
very interesting. Who are they?”
“Here are their names. We have looked
into it. Do not worry about it. They
are unfit for service. The Kerr com-
mittee looked into it.” The Senator
said, “Well, maybe they did, but I do
not know anything about it and before
I put my name on the dotted line to take
a man off the pay roll because he is
unfit for public service I want to know
what I am doing.”

Now, if we want to be fair, that is
not an entirely reasonable position.
The first time the Senate voted on that,
60 to 0, that is the way it stood. They
did not have a line of evidence, not the
scratch of a pen in any shape or form
except that the House had taken this
action, and the Senate was called upon
to concur.

Now, what, happened? We were able
to get that evidence into the hands of
a few Senators, and they examined it,
and almost without exception they con-
curred in the action of the House. I do
not have the remotest fear that as to
these three men mentioned in this re-
port, when the Senate has the facts—
and it should be our purpose to give
them the facts between now and No-
vember 15—they will be just as much
interested in faking unfit people off
the Federal pay roll as you and I and
the House of Representatives.

We certainly have no right to assume
that we have a corner on all the patriot-
ism or the zeal for cleaning up the public
service at this end of the Capitol. We
did put quite a problem on the doorstep
of the gentlemen of the Senate when we
asked them to accept our action without
any examination whatsoever. Now, if
the House adopts this conference report,
then two things must happen if these
men stay on the public pay roll. The
President has to send their names to
Congress. I cannot possibly think he
would do that, but sometimes things have
happened that I did not think could hap-
pen., But if it did happen, I am confi-
dent that when this House and the Kerr
committee and those of us who are inter-
ested lay the facts, as we have them in
the records, on the desks of the Senators
involved, the confirmation of these gen-
tlemen will never come about. If that
comes about, then wé will have carried
into execution the judgment of the Kerr
committee, .

Now, what is the other alternative?
Vote down this conference report. If
you do, where are you? These gentle-
men stay on the pay roll.

Mr. MORRISON of North Carolina,
Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield.

Mr. MORRISON of North Carolina.
Does the Kerr committee report suggest
what should be done with these men?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Yes, sir;
take them off the pay roll.
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Mr., MORRISON of North Carolina,
The report itself recommends that?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Take
them off the pay roll. That is what we
all want, to see done. That is what ought
to be done. If it is not done here, I think
every Member of this House ought to
stand fast until it is done. I believe it
will be done.

Now, if we turn down the conference
report, those gentlemen stay on the pay
roll. The conferees will have to go back.
The deficiency subcommittee will have to
reintroduce a bill for all of these depart-
ment deficiencies and bring it in without
the Kerr amendment and get it passed in

.a week or 10 days, and then all the work

of the Kerr committee is gone. You have
to start all over again.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I wish to make
my position clear., I am opposed to re-
moving these men from the pay roll, and
I believe the date when they go off the
pay roll makes no difference, - Therefore,
I shall oppose this so-called compromise,

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. I under-
stand the gentleman’s position.

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr., WOODRUM of Virginia. I yield.

Mr. WHITE. 1 think in the interest
of good government this is the most
wholesome thing the Congress can do.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Virginia has expired.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Speak-
er, I move the previous question on the
conference report.

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I of-
fer a privileged motion.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I do not
yield for that purpose, Mr. Speaker. I
move the previous question.

Mr. HENDRICKS. A privileged mo-
tion, Mr. Speaker. .

The SPEAKER. A motion to recom-
mit is not in order, because the Senate
has already acted upon the conference
report. -

Without objection, the previous ques-
tion is ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the conference report.

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I
ask for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. Twenty-eight Mem-
bers have arisen; not a sufficient num-
ber.

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground there is
no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count.
[After counting.] Two hundred eighty-
four Members are present, a gquorum.

The conference report was agreed to.

. A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the amendment in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Améndment No. 61: On page 49, line 10,
strike out “305" and insert “304.”

I yield.
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Speak-
er, I move the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the
Senate No. 61, and agree to the same
with an amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Cannvon of Missourl moves that the
House recede from its disagreement to the
amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as
follows: In lleu of the number proposed, in-
sert 306, and after section 304 of the bill,
insert a new section as follows:

“Sec. 305. The appropriations and author=-
ity with respect to dppropriations in-this act
in whole or in part for the fiscal year 1944
shall be available from and including July 1,
1943, for the purposes respectively provided in
such appropriations and authority. All obli~
gations incurred during the period between
June 30, 1943, and the date of the enactment
of this act in anticipation of such appropria-
tions and authority are hereby ratified and
confirmed if in accordance with the terms
hereof.”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, this amendment is made neces-
sary by the fact that we were unable to
pass the bill in time to make the 1944
funds in the bill available on the 1st
day of the fiscal year. This amendment
merely makes the 1944 money retroactive
to the 1st day of the fiscal year.

The SPEAKER. The gquestion is on
the .motion of the gentleman from
Missouri, 3

The motion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR WAR AGENCIES
IN THE EXECUTIVE OFEICE OF THE
PRESIDENT, 1944

Mr. CANNON of Missouri submitted
the following conference report and
statement on the bill (H, R. 2968) mak-
ing appropriations for war agencies in
the Executive Office of the President for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and
for other purposes.

CONFERENCE REPORT -

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
2068) “making appropriations for war agen-
cies in the Executive Office of the President
igr the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and
for other purposes,” having met, after full
and free conference, have agreed to recom-
mend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amend-
ments numbered 1, 3, 4, and 29.

That the House recede from its disagree=-
ment to the amendments of the Senate num-
bered” 7, 9, 10, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 22, 26, 30, .
and 31; and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 5: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lleu of the sum proposed insert “$1565
000,000"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 6: That the House
recede from Its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
Omit the matter inserted by sald amendment,
and restore the matter stricken out by said
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amendment, amended to read as follows:
*“sum not less than $56,000,000 shall be allo=
cated for direct obligations of local war price
and rationing boards; sums under such ap=-
propriation of $155,000,000"; and the Senate
Bgree to the same.

Amendment numbered 8: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Benate numbered B, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
Restore the matter stricken out by said
amendment, amended to read as follows:
*: Provided jfurther, That no part of this
appropriation shall be directly or indirectly
used for the payment of the salary or ex-
penses of any person who directs the formu-
lation of any price policy, maximum price,
or price ceiling with regpect to any article
or commodity unless, in the judgment of
the Administrator, such persons shall be
qualified by experience in business, industry
or commerce; but this limitation shall not
apply to the Administrator or Acting Ad-
ministrator as the case may be, in consider-
ing, adopting, signing, and promulgating
price policies, maximum prices, or price
cellings formulated and prepared in compli-
ance herewith”; and the Senate agree to the
same’

Amendment numbered 12: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$30,-
735,000"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 14: Thdt the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lleu of the sum proposed insert *“§l4,-
091,300"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 19: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum proposed insert *“$33,-
222.504"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 20: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "§24.-
000,000"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 21: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the matter stricken out and in-
serted by sald amendment, insert the follow-
ing: “and not more than 2,750,000 shall
be allocated to the Domestic Operations
Branch for the following functions only:
Office of the Director, including book and
magazine coordination sections; Ofiice of
Program Coordination; News Bureau; Bureau
of Special Bervices; Radio Bureau; Motion
Picture Bureau, not exceeding £50,000; and
for accumulated leave of eliminated em-
ployees, for liquidation of organization units
herewith reduced or discontinued, and for
carrylng out partly completed contracts
made in organization units herewith reduced

or eliminated, not exceeding “$500,000”; and

the Benate agree to the same. .
Amendment numbered 23; That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In line 4 of sald amendment before the word
“within” insert the words “to the public';
and the Senate agree to the same.
Amendment numbered 27: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lleu of the sum proposed insert “$89,267,-
720"; and the Senate agree to the same.
Amecndment numbered 28: That the House
recede from Its disagreement to the amend-
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ment of the SBenate numbered 28, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$203,720";
and the Senate agree to the same,

The committee of conference report in dis-
agreement amendments numbered 2, 11, 24,
25, 82, 83, and 84.

CLARENCE CANNON,
C. A. WoobrUM,
Lours LupLow,
J. BUELL SNYDER,
EMmMET O'NEAL,
Louis C. RABAUT,
Joaw TABER,
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH,
W. P. LAMBERTSON,
J. W. DITTER,
Managers on the part of the House.

STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House
at the conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2068) making
appropriations for war agencies in the Exec-
utive Office of the President for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1944, and for other purposes,
submit the following statement in explana-
tion of the effect of the action agreed upon
and recommended in the accompanying con-
ference report as to.each of such amend-
ments, namely:

No. 1: The Senate amendment provides
that section 3741 of the Revised Statutes
need not be applicable to operations of the
Board of Economic Warfare ocutside conti-
nental United States. The Senate recedes.

Nos. 8, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9, relating to the
Office of Price Administration: Appropriates
$155,000,000, instead of $130,000,000 as pro-
posed by the House and $177,335,0600 as pro-
posed by the Benate; provides that not less
than §56,000,000, instead of $59,651,042 as
proposed by the House, shall be set apart
exclusively for direct obligations of local
war-price and rationing boards, strikes out
the authority, inserted by the Benate, for
the purchase of commodities or services for
the purpose of securing compliance with the
law; meakes available for traveling expenses,
not to exceed §7,2560,000 as proposed by the
House, instead of $8,925,6569 as proposed by
the Senate; accepts the Senate amendment
striking out the House limitation with re-
spect to use of the appropriation, directly
or indirectly, for preparing or carrying out
any. subsidy program; accepts the Senate
amendment striking out the House provision
prohibiting use of the appropriation for roll-
backs on any food commodity which has not
yet reached parity nor on any commodity
which is not a necessity; the House bill con-
tains a limitation on use of the Office of
Price Administration appropriation prohibit-
ing payment of salary to any person who en-
gages in or directs the formulation of price
policy, price ceiling, or maximum price with
respect to any article or commodity unless
such person has had not less than 6 years
of continuous actual business experience in
the particular line of business to which the
price relates; the Senate struck out this limi-
tation; the conference agreement restores
the prohibition modified so as to provide that
the appropriation shall not be used for the
salary of any person who directs the formu-
lation of a price policy, maximum price, or
price ceiling with respect to any article or
commodity unless, in the judgment ef the
Administrator, such person shall be gqualified
by experience in business, industry, or
commerce,
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No. 10: The House bill contained a limi-
tation on the funds for the Office of Strategio
Bervices prohibiting their use for the salary
of any person who at the time of employment
thereunder is in the active armed forces of
the United States. The Senate struck out
this provision and the House accepts the
Benate amendment.

No. 12: Appropriates $30,735,000 for the
Office of Coordinator of Inter-American Af-
fairs, instead of $30,785,000 as proposed by
the Senate and $30,685,000 as proposed by
the House.

Nos. 13 and 14, relating to the Natlonal War
Labor Board: Appropriates $14,081,800, in-
stead of $13,841,300 as proposed by the House
and $14,341,900 as proposed by the Senate;
and allows $1,369,613 for travel as proposed
by the Senate instead of $1,350,000 as pro=
posed by the House.

Nos. 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23, re~
lating to the Office of War Information:
Appropriates $33,222,504, instead of £35,037,-
693 as proposed by the Benate and $28,-
972,504 as proposed by the House; allocates
$24,000,000 to the Overseas Operations Branch,
instead of $25,003,680 as proposed by the Sen-
ate and §22,500,000 as proposed by the House;
allocates $2,750,000 for the Domestic Opera=-
tlons Branch, instead of §3,561,409 as proposed
by the Senate and nothing as proposed by the
House; retains the bureau earmarking for
the Domestic Operations Branch proposed
by the SBenate modified so as to include the
Book and Magazine Coordination Sections but
to omit the amount earmarked proposed by
the Senate except not to exceed $50,000 for
the Motlon Picture Bureau and not to exceed
$500,000 for liquidation expenseg; permits
the use of not more than 75,000 as proposed
by the Senate, instead of $50,000 as proposed
by the House, for temporary empolyment in
the United States without regard to civil
service and classification law; limits travel
within the United States to not to exceed
$400,000 as proposed by the Senate Instead
of $500,000 as proposed by the House; limits
printing and binding expenses within the
continental United States to $1,400,000 as
proposed by the Senate, instead of $2,400,000
as proposed by the House; makes not to ex-
ceed $175,000 available for entertainment ex-
penses as proposed by the Senate Instead of
$145,000 as proposed by the House; and in-
serts the paragraph proposed by the Senate
prohibiting use of the funds of the Office of
War Information for prepartion or publica=
tion of any pamphlet or other literature for
distribution within the United States modi-
fied so as to relate the prohibition to “public
distribution.”

Nos. 26, 27, and 28, relating to the War
Production Board: Appropriates $89,267,720,
instead of $88,200,000 as proposed by the
House and $80,335440 as proposed by the
Senate; makes $203,720 available for salaries
for the Information Division, instead of
$136,000 as proposed by the House and
$271,440 as proposed by the Senate; and
makes & technical correction in the citation
of a statute.

No. 29: Appropriates $48,170,000 as pro-
posed by the House instead of $43,170,000 as
proposed by the Senate for the War Reloca-
tion Authority.

Nos. 30 and 31: Makes technical corrections
in the general provisions applicable to the
constituent units of the Office for Emergency
Management,

AMENDMENTS REPORTED IN DISAGREEMENT

No. 2: Relating to the use of the funds of
the Board of Economic Warfare. The man-
agers on the part of the House will move to
accept the Senate amendment with an
amendment.

No. 11: Relating to the Office of Civilian
Defense. The Senate amendment continues
available in 1944 not to exceed $13,359.600 of
the unexpended balance of funds heretofore



1943

appropriated for procurement of protective
equipment for civilian defense and allows
$400,000 for administrative expenses. The
House managers will move to accept the Sen-
ate amendment providing $10,500,000 of such
balance and #700,000 for administrative
expense,

No. 24: Relating to the Office of War In-
formation. The Senate amendment pro-
hibits supplementation from any other
source of the funds carried in the bill. The
House managers will move to recede and
concur,

No. 25: Appropriating $138,000 for salaries
and expenses of the Office of War Mobiliza-
tion. The House managers will move to re-
cede and concur.

No. 82: The Senate amendment makes the
funds in the Federal Security Appropriation
Act, 1044, available to carry out the provi-
slons of the Vocational Rehabilitation Act
amendments of 1943. The House managers
will move to recede and concur.

Nos. 833 and 34: The Benate amendment
prohibits use of any of the funds in the bill
for the payment of any persons in any of the
war agencies included in she bill receiving a
salary of 4,500 or more unless such persons
have been appointed by the President by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate.
The House managers will move further to in-
gist on disagreement to the Senate amend-
ments.

CLARENCE CANNON,
C. A, WooDRUM,
Louis LupLow,
J. BUELL SNYDER,
EMMET O'NEAL,
Louis C. RABAUT,
JoHN TABER,
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH,
W. P. LAMBERTSON,
J. W. DiTTER,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I call up the conference report
on the bill (H. R. 2968) making appro-
priations for war agencies in the execu-
tive office of the President for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1944, and for other
purposes, and ask unanimous consent
that the statement of the managers on
the part of the House may be read in lieu
of the full report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. Cannon]?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement of the
managers on the part of the House,

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr,
Speaker, I ask to be recognized for such
time as I may consume.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Missouri is recognized.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Speak=-
er, the significant feature of the confer-
ence report is the unanimity with which
it is approved and with which it is sup-
ported by all members of the conference
committees, both of the House and of
the Senate.

In securing agreement of something
like a score of men on a bill covering
the widest possible range of war activities,
it is reasonable to suppose there would
be a wide divergence of opinion on many
of the items included In such a report.
It is particularly notable, therefore, that
without a single exception all managers,
both those on the part of the House and
those on the part of the Senate, are in
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complete agreement on every ifem pre-
sented in the report. All have subscribed
to the report and all have announced their
intention to support it, and every item
in it, on the floor here this afternoon.

This is a very difficult bill and a bill
of exceptional importance. It bears the
same direct relation to the successful
prosecution of the war as that borne by
bills providing for armament. It has
required more exhaustive and exhaust-
ing attention than any bill considered
by the Committee on Appropriations
within my memory. We opened hear-
ing on the estimates immediately on our
return to Washington following the brief
Easter recess, and devoted 5 solid weeks
to hearings, Saturdays and holidays.

The clerk of the committee, Mr.
Sheild, who has so efficiently served the
committee and the Congress for con-
siderably in excess of a third of a cen-
tury, is authority for the statement that
it is the most difficult bill reported out
by the committee during his long leg-=
islative experience. And the fact that
all members of the conference commit-
tee, all of them veterans of long ex-
perience in the House, after extensive
and intensive study of the estimates and
the evidence have agreed on this report
is sufficient to suggest that other Mem-
bers of the House who may have had
less opportunity to study the bill should
consider it with some care and circum-
spection before taking exception to the
carefully considered conclusions finally
adopted by unanimous approval of the
conferees.

The bill is extensive in its application
as well as in the appropriations recom-
mended. It provides for 18 war agen-
cies, all of which have been so thoroughly
studied and debated in the passage of
the bill that I shall not impose on the
time of the House to again discuss them,
but shall digress long enough to men-
tion 3 which have been the subject of
especial interest and criticism.

The Office of Price Administration,
for which the House provided $130,000,-
000 and the Senate $177,000,000, is rec-
ommended in the conference report for
an appropriation of $155,000,000. The
provisions denying funds for subsidies
and roll-backs are omitted due to the
vote in the House yesterday sustaining a
veto of similar provisions in the Com-
modity Credit bill. The requirement
that certain employees have 5 years’ ex-
perience was modified to require, within
the judgment of the Administrator, such
employees be qualified by experience in
business, industry, or commerce.

The appropriation for the Office of
War Information, fixed by the House at
$29,000,000, with no provision for the
Domestic Operations Branch, and by the
Senate at $35,000,000 with $3,500,000 for
domestic operations, is compromised in
the conference report at $33,000,000, with
an allocation of $2,750,000 for domestic
operations. The specific allocations pro-
vided by the Senate are omitted in the
appropriation recommended in the con-
ference report, and the item is earmarked
as to activities rather than amounts.
Mr, Speaker, will the

gentleman yield?
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Arkansas.

Mr. NORRELL. I am interested in
knowing whether or not your committee
recommends the continuation of the
publication by the Division of Public In-
quiries of the Office of War Information
of a bulletin which, I believe, is known
here as the Government War Manual.
It has been published throughout the
country, and I believe they have been
charging a dollar for it. Is provision
made for it? .

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. We pro-
vided in the report, as the gentleman will
note when it is available, a prohibition
against their preparing any pamphlet or
literature for public distribution in the
United States.

Mr. NORRELL. This cannot be pub-
lished then?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri., This bill
prohibits public distribution. I believe
it can be distributed for Government use,

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr,
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri, I yield to
the gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Further
answering the gentleman from Arkansas,
I may say that this manual has never
been printed for public distribution; it
is only for distribution to Members of
Congress. The other copies are for sale
and are not therefore for public distri-
bution.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Under the
provision in this bill, I doubt that it can
be distributed either for sale or gratui-
tously to the public, We have an ex-
press prohibition against the public dis-
tribution of pamphlets or literature in
the United States.

Mr. NORRELL, Then this manual
cannot in the future be published and
distributed to Members of Congress or
other Government employees?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Not for
public distribution.

Mr. STARNES of Alabama.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Only for
their own use and benefit and informa-
tion.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri, We did not
deny them the right to distribute publi-
cations within the Department itself and
to agencies which they serve. To have
done that would have prevented them
from circulating orders and information
essential to the discharge of their du-
ties; but we do prohibit distribution to
the publie.

Mr, NORRELL., As far as this man-
ual is concerned then it would be pos-
sible if they saw fiu to continue the pub-
lication of it.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I doubt if
it will be available to the public.

Mr. NORRELL. But will be for the
exclusive use of Members of Congress
and Government employees?

Mr., STARNES of Alabama. And for
sale.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, It will be
available for all Government agencies.

Mr,
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Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Will it
not be available to the public for sale?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I doubt if
that can be done.

Mr. Speaker, in the domestic branch
of the Office of War Information we ac-
cepted the Senate amendment to the
extent that we recommend an appropria-
tion of $2,750,000 for domestic opera-
tions, but eliminate the provision of the
Benate earmarking specific amounts for
specific purposes. The conference report
proposes to earmark services and ac-
tivities, but not amounts of money for
each, with the exception of the motion
picture bureau, for which we specified
$50,000.

For the War Relocation Authority the
report restored the $5,000,000 reduction
of the Senate and retained the figure pro-
vided by the House. It appears that the
reduction by the Senate of the amount
provided for the War Relocation Author-
ity was made on the theory that we are
treating the evacuees a little bit too len-
iently and providing for them a little too
luxuriously. As a matter of fact we are
providing for them only as required to
under the Geneva Agreement.

It is also evident that the cut was made
on the theory that by reducing the ap-
propriation they would prevent further
release of evacuees from the relocation
centers. That, as will be readily under-
stood, was a misapprehension, for unless
sufficient money is provided to keep these
people in the centers they must be re-
leased.

Mr. MURDOCEK. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Arizona.

Mr. MURDOCEK. Did I understand
the gentleman to say that the bill as it
now stands contemplates keeping those
Japanese as they have been kept thus
far and not releasing them?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The bill
provides sufficient money to take care of
those who are to be held in the reloca-
tion centers.

Mr. MURDOCE. I thank the gen-
tleman for that assurance because my
people have great apprehension regard-
ing the number of Japs being released
from the relocation camps.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 5§ minutes to the gentleman
from New York [Mr, TaBER].

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, this con-
ference report covers the appropriations
for all of the so-called war agencies.

The major items in difference were
the Office of Price Administration and
the Office of War Information. A com-
promise has been worked out and I pro-
pose to discuss this compromise. I do
noft propose to discuss anything that was
not in dispute.

The amount of money allowed for the
Office of Price Administration in this bill
is $155,000,000. I am going to be per-
feetly frank. This is more than the
House allowed, but it is $22,000,000 less
than the Senate allowed. It is $10,-
000,000 less than the House Appropria-
tions Committee allowed. On the other
hand, it comes to exactly the figure I
thought they needed after I had spent
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a long time listening to the hearings and
analyzing them very carefully.

I do not want to be responsible for
turning this agency loose to go to work
unless it has money enough to do a de-
cent job. It has money enough, in my
opinion, with that fisure to do a decent
job. They will need it if they do the job
and do it right. They are going to re-
quire a very large additional sum of
money to operate the local offices and
provide the help there with pay as they
should be provided with pay. On the
other hand, they can save a very large
sum of money by getting rid of those
long hairs in the Department who have
messed up the price and rationing sit-
uation so terribly for the last 12 months.

They have not been cleaned out and
they must be cleaned out if that office is
te operate successfully, whether they
operate by means of price control or by
means of subsidy, They will have to
clean out a large number of the district
and regional offices and close most of
them. It is expected that they will be-
cause those officers have been a menace
to the administration of the law.

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr., TABER. I will after I have fin-
ished, because I only have a few mo-
ments left.

Mr, STEFAN. I want to talk about
the regional offices.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, we have
not included the amendment with ref-
erence to subsidy. This is the picture
with reference to subsidies: That was in
the bill providing for an extension of
the Commodity Credit Corporation. The
House refused to override the veto. Un-
der the circumstances, this bill would
go to the White House, it would be ve-
toed, the bill would not be passed over
the veto, and we would be in just the
same shape that we are in so far as the
Commodity Credit Corporation matter
is concerned.

At present here is the situation on
prices and subsidies. The thing has
been provided for in the commodity
Credit Corporation extension resolution
that was passed by the House without a
record vote yesterday. I believe that it is
dangerous, I believe that it is highly in-
flationary, and I believe that any pro-
gram of price control is going to result
in terrific inflation and terrific distress
just so long as it is carried on by the
same bungling type of administration
that the long hairs have provided in the
0. P, A,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON -of Missouri. Mr,
Speaker, I yield the gentleman 5 addi-
tional minutes.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I do not be-
lieve that we can get a successful admin-
istration or that we can prevent infla-
tion so long as the long hairs are in a
position to decide anything.

The amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. ANDRESEN],
which is in the hill, with revision, in
amendment No. 8, and the Clerk has
read it, and we have it here available for
information, will result in putting people
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in charge of the formulation of policies
on price control and rationing who are
experienced business people and who will
know enough to handle it and get rid of
the long hairs in key positions.

With reference to O. W. I, the provi-
sion for the Foreign Service is in the
hands of an outfit that at the present
time has too much help for its own good
and for proper administration. It has
very many people in there who should be
eliminated from the roll because they
are not proper. We have compromised
on that at $24,000,000 which, in my
opinion, is too high.

With reference to the Domestic Branch
as against an estimate of $8,000,000, a
House commitiee recommendation of
$5,500,000, and the House action of noth-
ing, we have compromised on $2,750,000.

Mr. LUDLOW. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentle-

man from Indiana.

Mr., LUDLOW. The O. W. I has for
the fiscal year 1943, $8,850,000?

Mr. TABER. That is true. The
$2,750,000, in my opinion, is too much.
On the other hand, we have got to get
to a compromise on things if we are
going to get legislation. We have elim-
inated entirely all propaganda in the
United States. There are some sections
in the O. W. 1. that, in my opinion, could
be eliminated or cut down very materi-
ally, It will be up to Mr. Hoyt, the new
Director of the Domestic Branch, to co-
ordinate this situation and clean it up.
I believe that our compromise has had
to be made not on the basis of need but
on the basis of providing some jobs for
some of those fellows who are in there,
I hope that Mr. Hoyt, the new Director,
will take that into consideration when
it comes to cleaning that situation up
and that he will eliminate those who are
absolutely worthless and get rid of them.
That is what he has to do if he is going
to make a success of if, there is no other
way. I have yielded on this $2,750,000
largely as a result of the importunings
of the gentleman from Indiana, who has
been a great compromiser, but I still
think it is up to Mr. Hoyt to save at
least a million and a half out of that
$2,750,000 if he cleans the thing up and
gets rid of the unnecessary help, as I
believe he should.

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Iyield tothe gentlem
from Pennsylvania. -

Mr. GAVIN. The gentleman con-
stantly referred to the word “compro-
mise.”

Mr, TABER, Yes.

Mr. GAVIN. Iwould suggest that the
gentleman change that word to “capitu-
lati-o -il

Mr. TABER. It is not a capitulation.

Mr. GAVIN. Most of this is.

Mr. TABER. There are some things
this agency needs to do. It needs to go
over all of the releases of Government
departments and cut out nine-tenths of
their crazy publications. It needs to
eliminate as far as it can by supervision
the unnecessary sending out of articles.
For instance, right this day 1 Member
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showed me 12 duplicate.articles sent out
by one bureau addressed to the same
man at the same address, from the same
unit. That kind of business must stop,
and this agency is the one that is sup-
posed to stop it. They also should cut
out nine-tenths of the governmental
propaganda that is going on, It is ab-
solutely worthless and a menace to the
Government.

In addition to cutting out their own
publications, it is the duty of O. W. 1.
to prevent the publication of propaganda
and other useless and wasteful publica-
tions. This they are not doing. I be-
lieve that if they would use their money
intelligently and cut out that kind of
material they would make a good record.
The other things they need to do are
to give out the nmews that needs to be
given out with reference to the war, to
get rid of these conflicting statements,
and see that the news is given to the
people promptly and accurately so that
they will know what is going on.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri., Mr.
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gentle-
man from North Carolina, Governor
MORRISON.

Mr. MORRISON of North Carolina.

Mr. Speaker, one of the grandest things.

I ever expect to witness was this House
by practically a unanimous vote appro-
priating $29,000,000,000 to the Navy De-
partment and a little later $71,000,000,000
to the War Department to furnish the
resources with which our combat forces
can carry our Government to victory.

It is almost incomprehensible that the
very same personnel composing this
House could descend on other occasions
to the smallest wrangles, partisan in
character, and sometimes sectional in
character, over very little things.

During the last war—I remember it
so well, and went through its sufferings,
not as a soldier, for I was an old man
then—the great President, Mr. Wilson,
Mr: Hoover, afterward President, and
Barney Baruch pretty well conducted
our economic fight, and were criticized
and abused throughout it. Now they are
lauded every day in the press of the coun-
try which is criticizing current affairs.
As a man of my party, I thought the last
war was gloriously conducted by the able
triumvirate I mentioned, but it does not
approach the wisdom and success with
which we are now eonducting our diffi-
culties through this trouble. We have
much better managed inflation; we have
much better managed prices; we have
much better managed supplies and the
rationing of food. I think that, instead
of our little quarrels, if we would search
ourselves, we would find that a great deal
of it was partisan, a great deal of it
growing out of a man’s idea that he can
conduct anything better than somebody
else is doing it. There are more people
about Washington attending to every-
body else’s business than I ever saw in
my life. The legislative branch of the
Government wants to attend to the busi-
ness of the executive or administrative
branch of the Government, it seems to
me, and all the men in authority have
either long hair or curiously made heads,
in the opinion of some of us, while there
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is a tendency on the part of some of the
executives fo think Congress is something
it ought not to be. As a matter of fact,
we are doing very well. Let us search
ourselves and divest ourselves of every
vestige of partisanship and class con-
sciousness and get under the flag and go
through our difficulties in unity, as near
as we can, recognizing that the responsi-
bility of the lawmaking power is to legis-
late and that of the administrative
branch is to execute and administer,
When it is over, I imagine we are going
to find that some of these so-called bu-
reaucrats are as good as we are and that
they have rendered a great service to the
American people.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr,
Speaker, I yield such time as he may de-
sire to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
HarreEck].

Mr, HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, in con-
nection with the effort to terminate the
domestic activities of O. W, I, it is con-
sistent to make it a'matter of record that
this bipartisan move has no connection
with the resignation of Gardner Cowles,
Jr., of Iowa, as director of the domestic
bureau. Mr. Cowles agreed to stay until
June 1943, and no longer, when he was
drafted by the President personally 1
year ago. His resignation and the selec-
tion of Palmer Hoyt, of Oregon, as his
successor were announced before the
O. W. 1. appropriation came out of com-
mittee.

During his year here Mr. Cowles was
one of the forces for sanity in O. W, I.
Members will recall that he was opposed
to the radical pamphleteers in O. W. L.
They fought him back, but it is of last-
ing credit to Mr. Cowles that he succeeded
in divorcing a dozen or more of them from
the O. W. I. pay roll. Perhaps a check-
up would reveal that they were imme-
diately hired by some other New Deal
agency, for that seems to be the proce-
dure when any reforms in personnel in
any given bureau are accomplished. Our
war effort would be speeded up if men
like Gardner Cowles, Jr., were held here
and given more authority to do a job.

Mr., CANNON of Missouri. Mr,
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
man from Oregon [Mr, ELLSWORTH].

Mr. ELILSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, as a
former newspaper man well acquainted

with the handling of news maftter prior to

the formation of O. W. I. and afterward,
I wish to show briefly why the newspaper
industry and the people of this country
need a good, strong, well-managed do-
mestic branch of the Office of War In-
formation,

Newspapers received their news of the
war from four different sources, the Army,
the Nayy, the Office of War Informa-
tion, and such news as we pick up with
our own reporters. The Office of Cen-
sorship through the censorship code gov-
erns the news we develop in our own
communities. The O. W. I, coordinates
and delivers the news from 102 different
Government agencies which, prior to
0. W. 1., were sending out gobs and reams
of useless and utterly worthless releases.
We found in many instances, before the
O. W. I. was formed, sharply varying
stories on identical subjects being issued
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the same day. I recall distinctly print=
ing in the newspaper I published before
I came here, on the front page one day a
story quoting the President as saying
there was no need to worry about rubber,
and in the column next to it, under the
same size head, we quoted Leon Hen-
derson as saying there not rubber enough
to run 3 weeks. What were the people
to believe?

Mr. Speaker, I believe the domestic
branch of the Office of War Information
is badly needed and should be strongly
supported.

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MurrHY].

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I wel=
come this opportunity as I did on a pre-
vious question to say that despite my
great admiration for some of the gen-
tlemen who attacked O. W, 1., and de-
spite my respect and admiration for the
distinguished gentleman from New York
[Mr. Taeerl, I am convinced that the
amount of the appropriation in this in-
stance for the domestic functions of
0. W. I is inadequate, and I call the
attention of those throughout the coun-
try in the Civilian Defense set-up to the -
fact that once this cut is made in the
appropriation, the many things that they
have used time after time so helpfully,
will be denied them, because of the ac-
tion of this House. I shall vote for the
conference report, but I regret the cut
in the appropriation.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. KLEIN],

Mr. ELEIN. Mr. Speaker, Irise at this
time to state that I, too, regret very much
that the appropriation for the O. W. L
and the O. P. A. have been cut so dras-
tically. Coming from the district I do,
composed mainly of consumers, and
speaking particularly of the O. P, A., we
feel that the O. P, A, is doing a fine-
job to control prices and keep the cost
of living down. I am afraid that this
cut may make their job much more diffi-
cult, perhaps impossible.

At this time I would like to make men=-
tion of one amendment that I am glad
to see modified, which would have pro-
vided that policy-niaking officials of the
O. P. A, must have at least 5 years’ ex-
perience in the particular business or
industry in which they are making rules
as employees of the O. P. A, Tagree that
there may have been too many long-
haired theorists and professors in the
0. P. A,, but I think it would be too much
to ask that a man who has had par-
ticular experience in a given field should
have had at least 5 years’' experience in
that field. I think the amendment as
now written is much better, leaving it to
the Administrator to decide whether the
policy-making official has had some ex-
perience in business. That may possibly
do away with a lot of the theory that
has crept in in the writing of the regu-
lations which has had the effect of forc-
ing many small businesses out of exist-
ence. It seems to have been the policy
of some of the people in the O. P. A. to
deliberately go out of their way to put
people out of business. I hope that will
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be corrected. However,'T hope they will
not go to the other extreme and take in
a large number of representatives of big
business who will attempt to put into
effect the policies of their firms or indus-
tries. They should have people from all
fields and all types of business, whose
purpose it will be to carry out the Presi-
dent’s “hold the line” order and also to
see that the small businessman may
be kept in business,

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Kgerel.

Mr, EEEFE. Mr. Speaker, there is a
newspaper published in the city of New
York known as the New York Post. I
very seldom read it, but when I do have
occasion to look at it I find it is one
newspaper in New York that 365 days
out of the year is damning the Congress
of the United States. It is one news-
paper that from the earliest day has
advocated every bit of legislation and
every act that has precipitated the war,
and that has urged full compliance with
‘all of the New Deal orders, and so on,
end have damned and criticized anybody
who dared to find any fault with the New
Deal. Yet I find this to be the fact.

In sccordance with and confirmed by
& telephone conversation which I had
with Harry N. Bitner, Chief of the
Printing and Publishing Seetion of the
W. P, A, these facts came to me yester-
day: That on May 17, 1943, W. B.
Chandler, then Chief of the Publishing
and Printing Section of the W. P. A,
directed a letter to W, John Logan, Chief
of the Compliance Section of the
W. P. B, advising him of the violation
of the New York Post of W. P. B. regu-
lation in respect to the excessive use of
newsprint during the first quarter of
1943, On May 21, 1943, Harry N. Bitner,
who succeeded Mr, Chandler as Chief of
the Publishing and Printing Section of
W. P. B, wrote to the Chief of the Com-
pliance Section making inquiry as to the
disposition of the complaint filed on May
17. Inquiry was made again on June 21,
of M. 8. Vernon, Deputy Director of the
Compliance Section of the W. P. B. for
information as to the disposition of the
complaint filed* On June 20 Mr. Bitner
was advised by a letter from the Chief
of the Compliance Section that the in-
vestigation of this matter had not yet
been completed, that information had
been requested from the director of the
regional office of the Compliance Sec-
fion in New York, and no further in-
formation was available,

Mr. Speaker, we are now in the third
quarter of the year. During the first
quarter of this year the Chief of the
Publishing and Printing Section of the
W. P. B. directed a complaint to the
Compliance Section of that organization
adyvising it of a violation of the law and
the orders of the W. P. B. by this New
Degl New York Post newspaper, the
newspaper that has been damning Con-
gress and everybody else who dared to
oppose anything that the New Deal ad-
vocated, and yet we find that news-
paper is perhaps the only newspaper in
the country that has violated the orders
of the W. P. B. in the excessive use of
newsprint, Now, I asked the Com-
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pliance Section of the W. P. B. since this
complaint was filed with it on May 17,
1943, and since repeated demands have
been made upon it by the Printing and
Publishing Section of the W. P. B. for
information, what are you going to do
about this complaint? Are you going
to ignore it, simply because the New
York Post is 100-percent New Deal news-
paper? Does the constant adherence to
the philosophy of the New Deal im-
munize a newspaper from prosecution
for violation of the plain orders of the
W. P. B.? I hope these questions will
come to the attention of the gentlemen
down in the Compliance Section, and
that they will tell the Congress and the
g‘eople what has held up their prosecu-
on.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The
time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired. :

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
irox;x Minnesota [Mr. Avcust H. ANDRE-
SEN].

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Speaker, due to the intensive lobbying
campaign staged by the O. P. A. during
the past 48 hours against the so-called
grade-labeling amendment which was
adopted by both Houses as a rider to the
O. P. A. appropriation bill, I deem it ad-
visable, as the author of the amendment,
to make a statement clarifying the pur-
pose and objective of it. The O. P. A.
is trying to raise a smoke screen and to
cause confusion for legitimate industries
in the country. The sole objective of
the amendment is to stop the O. P. A.
from issuing regulations which compel
changes in business practices or meth-
ods of distribution for commodities and
articles of merchandise.

Section 2 (h) of the price-control law
of January 30, 1942, provides:

The powers granted in thls section shall
not be used or meade to operate to compel
changes in the business practices, cost prac-
tices or methods, or means or aids to dis-
fribution, established in any Industry, except
to prevent circumvention or evasion of any

regulation, order, price schedule, or require-
ment under this act.

The amendment which was offered by
me to the O. P. A. appropriation is H. R.
2968, reads as follows:

Provided further, That no part of this ap-
propriation shall be used for the promulga-
tion or enforcement of orders requiring grade
labeling or standardization of food products,
wearing apparel, or other processed or manu-
factured commodities or articles.

Referring first to the provision of the
price-control law of January 30, 1942,
which prohibits the O. P. A. from com-
pelling changes in business practices and
methods of distribution, we all know
that this agency has consistently sought
by regulation and order to violate the
spirit of the law and to compel indus-
tries to depart from the customary meth-
ods of distribution of food and other
articles. The policy makers in the O. P.
A. are determined, as a reform measure,
to standardize and grade label all foods
and manufactured articles necessary for
civilian use. O. P. A. regulations in this
respect also attempt to do way with trade
names and brands and to limit the choice
of articles or food for civilian demand.
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My amendment will permit legitimate
business in the United States to continue
their operations as in the past—using
customary business practices and meth-
ods of distribution when it comes to grade
labeling, brands, and trade marks, and
prohibits the O. P, A. from promulgating
or enforcing new regulations in this re-
spect unnless the industry affected by the
new regulation is in agreement.

The lumber industry will continue to
use the customary grades established by
the industry and its trade, and there is
nothing to the claim of the O. P. A. that
all historic grades used in the past will
be thrown out. Canners of fruits and
vegetables will continue to operate under
their historic brands and trade names,
and manufacturers of hosiery, wearing
apparel, and other foods and products,
will be permitted to continue as in the
past, without being standardized by a re-
form policy of the O. P. A.

The Office of Price Administration will
confine its pricing policy to legitimate
and customary grades, brands, and
trade-marks of food and articles, and it
will be prohibited in its attempt to
standardize articles of food for human
use and consumption. I trust that this
explanation of the amendment will clear
up the confusion caused by the O. P. A,,
and that this agency will hereafter fol-
low the law as intended by Congress.

Mr. ANGELL, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield.

Mr. ANGELL, Will the gentleman ex-
plain whether or not the amendment,
part of which he has just read and of
which he is the author, is broad enough
to cover log price ceilings and grades in
the lumber industry? I have received a
great many telegrams from lumbermen
in my district complaining that they
have been advised by the legal deparf-
ment of O, P. A, that it does, and they
will have to do away with all these grades
in lumber, which will demoralize the
whole industry. One of the telegrams to
which I refer reads as follows:

PorTLAND, OREG., July 2, 1943,
Congressman HOMER ANGELL,
Washington, D. C.:

House-Senate conference report on War
Agencles Appropriations Act has inserted in
pending bill covering Office of Price Admin-
istration following clause: “Provided further,
That no part of this appropriation shall be
used for the promulgation or enforcement of
orders requiring grade labeling or standard-
ization of food products, wearing apparel, or
other processed or manufactured commodi-
tles, or articles” We have been advised
Office of Price Administration legal depart.
ment has interpreted phrase, “or other proc-
essed or manufactured commocdities or ar-
ticles,” as Including logs, lumber, and ply-
wood. Elimination of Office of Price Admin-
istration log grade enforcement would mean
virtual repeal of log price ceiling. Inflation-
ary log prices, coupled with chaotic condition
in lumber industry would result. This, in
turn, would drastically increase plywood pro=-
duction cost and necessitate immediate up-
ward revision of plywood prices. Further=~
more, if Office of Price Administration en-
forcement of plywood sales on basis of long=
established grades is eliminated, confusion
and possible upgrading will occur. We be-
lieve intent of conference committee was to
limit their report to foods and wearing ap-
parel and certainly was not intended to ine
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clude the lumber and logging Industries. We
strongly urge you to immediately call on
House conference committee members or
take up on floor of Senate if necessary, sug-
gesting that above clause be amended to spe-
cifically state that plywood, logs, and lumber
are not to be deflned as “other processed or
manufactured commodities or articles.” The
conference report will be submitted to both
House and Senate for adoption today, Satur-
day; hence, imperative action be taken to
prevent inadvertent enactment of law which
would serlously embarrass lumber industry.
THE M. & M. WoopworkiNG Co.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I am
glad the gentleman brought that up.
My amendment, which has been adopted
by both Houses, and which is not in-
volved in this conference report, has
nothing to do with pricing. All it seeks
to do is to compel the O. P. A. to live
up to the price-control law which was
passed in January 1942, and it permits
the lumber industry to maintain the
grades that existed prior to the estab-
lishment of the O. P. A., upon which
grades the O, P, A, will have to establish
a price ceiling.

Mr. ANGELL. As I understand if,
this amendment is not in disagreement
at this time and under the parliamen-
tary procedure it is not possible to offer
an amendment?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. It is
not possible to offer an amendment be-~
cause it has been concurred in by both
Houses of the Congress.

Mr. NORMAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield.

Mr. NORMAN. The gentleman thinks
it would still be possible to have different
ceiling prices for different qualities or
grades or species of lumber just as we
now have?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. And
just as you had prior to the O. P. A. My
amendment simply prohibits the O. P. A.
from going on with its reform program,
contrary to the intent of Congress.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Is it not true that
the present methods and grades used
in the lumber industry have been there
a long time and that they are the usual
trade practices, and therefore not af-
fected by this amendment, as claimed by
the O.P. A.?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. There
can be no guestion about what the gen-
tleman has said.

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN, I yield.

Mr. TABER, The War Production
Board has jurisdiction over this stand-
ardization matter rather than the
0. P. A. All they have to do is to fix the
prices after the standards.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman from Minnesota has
expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may desire
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
Lunrow].

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, in what-
ever may be the final disposition of this
conference report I strongly counsel
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against any further cut in the appropria-
tion for the Office of War Information.
In my opinion that office already has
been cut altogether too deeply. The
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER]
a few minutes ago stated to the House
that the conferees are asking you to ap-
propriate $2,750,000 to carry on the do-
mestic branch of the Office of War
Information during the fiscal year 1944,

I call attention to the fact that while
the gentleman has correctly stated the
over-all appropriation recommended for
that branch, $500,000 of that amount is
for liguidation purposes, which reduces
the appropriation for operating purposes
to the irreducible minimum of $2,250,000.
How in the world it will be possible to
carry on the essential functions of the
domestic branch of the Office of War In-
formation on that amount I do not know.
I hope a kind Providence will point out to
Elmer Davis how it can be done.

Let us trace the history of the Office
of War Information and see how dras-
tically its appropriation has been cut.
In the fiscalyear 1943 just closed the
domestic branch of the Office of War
Information had $8,800,000 as its op-
erating fund. For the fiscal year 1944
upon which we are entering the Bureau
of the Budget allowed the Office of War
Information $8,500,000 for its domestic
operating branch, Our Subcommittee
on Deficiencies recommended $5,500,000,
which was a drastic cut. The House
struck out the appropriation for the
domestic branch entirely. The Senate
reinserted an appropriation of $3,561,000
and in conference we obtained an agree-
ment of $2,750,000, of which, as stated
above, $500,000 is to pay liquidating bills
on services of the domestic branch that
are being closed out under the dimin-
ished appropriation. The actual amount
allowed the domestic branch for opera-
tion in the fiscal year 1944 is $6,550,000
less than that branch had during the
fiscal year 1943 just ended.

I am one of those who fthink that
Elmer Davis is not getting a square
deal. With splendid zeal he has ap-
plied all of the faculties of his brilliant
mind in an indefatigable effort to do a
good job. If ever a man went to su-
perlative lengths in trying to serve his
country conseientiously and well, that
man is Elmer Davis. The very nature
of his position makes it a maelstrom
of conflicting forces and I doubt-whether
there is a man alive who could do a
better job of harnessing the hetero-
geneous elements and making them
work together than Elmer Davis has
done. He has a fine vision and has done
a great amount of good in many direc-
tions, notably in extending United Na-
tions propaganda into Axis counfries
and he is capable of doing a great deal
more toward winning the war if he is
given half a chance. Just now criticism
of him is at flood tide, much of it Polit-
ically inspired, but I know something
about the earnestness that motivates
him and I predict that if he is given the
support he ought to have, or anything
like it, he will make a record of useful
service in these crucial times that he
and his family and friends may look
upon with pride in the years to come.
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Amid the trials and tribulations that
surround Mr., Davis he reminds me of
the patriarch Job, who also was on the
hot spot most of the time. I think it is
safe to say that Elmer has more troubles
than Job ever had boils—painful, fester-
ing troubles. Like Job, he is gifted with
patience that is as resilient as a No. 1
grade of rubber, and after every rebuff
he bounces back smiling. The Biblical
Encyclopedia, page 217, in discussing the
Book of Job says:

All that we know of the author i1s that he
was a literary genius with a rich and original
mind.

. That reminds me of Elmer Davis,
Discussing the purpose of the Book of
Job, the same authority says:

The book is a saga with a historical founda-
tion based on a figure of long ago. The pop-
ular story or prose part teaches that despite
our wariness Satan overcomes us, but God
will reward us in the end.

This leads to some hope that Elmer
Davis will come out all right in the end.
Satan is landing on him with some stiff
uppercuts now, but his time may be
coming.

I plead with you, ladies and gentlemen
of the House, to be fair to Elmer Dayvis.
He is handling a big job efficiently and in
a big way, and he needs our consolation
to take his mind off of the boils.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
man from Idaho [Mr. DWoORSHAK].

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr., Speaker, I
want the Recorp to show that I am op-
posed to the compromises, so-called, but
in reality complete capitulation on these
various amendments involving O. P. A.
In the first place, this conference report
provides for the acceptance of Senate
amendment No. 7 relative to the House
antisubsidy provision. Only yesterday
by a majority of 74 the House indicated
that it is opposed to the use of Federal
subsidies for rolling back food prices.
On various other occasions the House
has taken similar action.

Another reason I am opposed to this
increase of $25,000,000 aboye the amount
recommended by the House for the ad-
ministration of O. P. A. is because dur-
ing the current year the O. P. A, has had
approximately 50,000 employees, and
under this proposal brought in by the
conference committee the O. P, A, will
probably be permitted to expand its per-
sonnel an additional 10,000. I am op-
posed to those concessions which are in
conflict with the desire of the House
to curb expansion of bureaucratic activi-
ties which are a direct threat to the war
effort on the home front.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired. -
Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. M.

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Appendix of
the Recorp, and include an address that
I made yesterday.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON of Missourl. Mr.
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Arizona [Mr. Murpock] 2 minutes.

Without
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Mr. MURDOCE. Mr. Speaker, I shall
vote for this conference report. Before
coming to the main point of my remarks
I want to say that I particularly favor
the better treatment given herein to
O. W. I and O. P. A. The gentleman
from New York [Mr. Taser] said some-
thing about curbing the powers of the
long hairs, whatever he meant by that.
Can it be that the gentleman thinks that
unless an administrator of one of these
vital war agencies is picked from the
Republican Party or from big business,
he is utterly incompetent? Those in
charge of O. P. A, have an almost super-
human task to carry on regardless of
their party affiliations or their business
experience and connection. O. P. A.
needs help more in the local districts.
I find that it is being poorly adminis-
tered in some places because they do
not have the help which they need out
in the localities where it must be ad-
ministered. I am sorry that more was
not furnished for out there,

However, I rose chiefly to commend the
committee and especially the chairman
of that committee for his assurance given
me a moment ago in regard to the suffi-
ciency of funds to keep properly the Jap-
anese who are interned in concentration
camps and in relocation camps.

In my State there are two large reloca-
tion camps. We did not ask that they
be located in Arizona but we do ask that
they be properly managed. There have
been a great many complaints tha’ those
Japs have been given better care than
they should have been given. I trust
that in this bill enough money has been
appropriated to take care of those people
in a proper manner according to inter-
national law and treaty conventions.
That is all we ask to be done for them
and all which ought to be done.

On the other hand, a great many of my
people are complaining that there are
too many dangerous Japanese being
turned loose. Congress must furnish
enough funds to keep all these people
who need to be kept for the safety of our
country. That is why I asked the chair-
man & moment ago if there were suffi-
cient funds in this appropriation to take
care of all Japanese who ought to be in
relocation camps. Candidly, I do not
want them in Arizona,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Speak-
er, I yield 5§ minutes to the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr, STARNES].

Mr., STARNES of Alabama. Mr.
Bpeaker, I rise at this time to express my
position on the pending conference re-
port. Iam not satisfied with the capitu-
lation of the House conferees on two
items for the O. P. A, nor their capitu-
lation on the O. W. 1. program.

I realize, however, there come times
when there must be a certain amount of
compromise in order to get any legisla-
tion through, particularly at certain
stages of its consideration and at the end
of a session,

The Senate restored a portion of the
funds asked for the domestic operations
branch of the O. W, I. The House con-
ferees succeeded in obtzining a reduc-
tion from the amount which the Senate
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approved. During the past fiscal year
the domestic operation branch of the
0. W. 1. used a little more than $8,500,000
for its operation. It did seek to censor
the press; it did indulge in propaganda
activities on the domestic front. Of the
sum of $2,700,000 which is provided for
O. W. I for the fiscal year 1944, a half
million dollars is for liquidation purposes.
Three branches have been entirely elim-
inated; the most objectionable features
of the domestic branch of the O. W. L
have been completely eliminated.

It has been my privilege to discuss with
the newly appointed Director of tle Do-
mestic Operations Branch of the O. W. L,
Mr. E. P. Hoyt of Oregon, what hic policy
is to be. This gentleman's character
and ability have been ably defended by
the Senators from Oregon and also by
the Representatives from that great
State.

Mr, Hoyt has been one of the bitterest
critics of the censorship efforts in the
Domestic Branch of the O. W. I. His
statements concerning this effort have
been brought to the attention of the pub-
lic through the press of the Nation.

As a reputable Republican newspaper-
man of long exporience and a news-
paperman who has successful practical
experience in the newspaper field, he has
assured the leadership of the House,
both Democratic and Republican; the
conferees for the House; and he has as-
sured me personally that he is opposed to
press censorship of domestic policies or
domestic issues and there will be no at-
tempt at censorship under his adminis-
tration. He furthermore stated he was
opposed to tinging or coloring domestic
news and that there would be none under
his administration, He is a decent,
honorable man, and I take him at his
word. I hope that Mr. Elmer Dayvis, a
brilliant man in the radio and the news-
paper field, and a member of the Ameri-
can Labor Party of New York City, will
permit Mr. E. P. Hoyt, a reputable, out-
standing Republican newspaperman and
an outstanding American from the State
of Oregon, operate the Domestic Opera-
tion Branch of the O. W. I. so that it
will not attempt to censor the press nor
attempt to propagandize the people of
this country along class and socialistic
lines, such as was done during the past
12 months.

I yield now to the gentleman from
Oregon.

Mr. ANGELL, Mr. Speaker, I want to
say that I agree with every word the
gentleman from Alabama has said with
reference to Mr. Hoyt, who has become
the head of the Domestic Branch of the
0. W. 1

Mr. Hoyt, as the gentleman from Ala-
bama has stated, is the publisher of the
Portland Oregonian in my district, a
man of outstanding qualifications, with
long experience in the newspaper pro-
fession, and I am certain from my own
acquaintance of long standing with him
that he will perform his duties as he in-
dicated to the gentleman from Alabama,
I am sure his only desire is to advance
the war effort and make available to the
public all the news free from propa-
ganda and unadulterated with political
considerations,
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman from Alabama has ex-
pired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr,
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN].

Mr. DIRKSEN., Mr. Speaker, I would
like to submit a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman will state it,

Mr, DIRKSEN. Mr, Speaker, when
the previous question is ordered on the
adoption of a conference report, would
it be in order to offer a preferential mo-
tion to recommit the bill for further dis- -
agreement to specific amendments?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr,
Speaker, I only yielded time to the gen-
tleman for the purpose of debate.

Mr. DIRKSEN. May I say to the gen-
tleman that I am merely making a par-
liamentary inquiry. I made no motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In an-
swer to the gentleman’s inquiry, the
Chair states that it would be in order.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, every
Member of Congress must pursue his
legislative responsibility in his own way.
I recognize that in a bicameral legisla-

. tive system there come times when it is

necessary to compromise, I believe,
however, that sometimes the gentle art
of compromise becomes a little too facile.
The great issues which have marked the
history of the Republic have been met
in most cases by determination and cour-
age not to compromise.

I regret exceedingly that I must depart
from the position taken by the very able
gentlemen who compromised the differ-
EEE committee items with respect to this

An amendment was submitted on the
floor of this House and was adopted by a
substantial vote, which reduced the ap-
propriation for the Office of Price Ad-
ministration by $30,000,000. There has
been a compromise on that and $20,000,-
000 has been restored. I believe that is
an indefensible action, in my own judg-
ment at least, and so I cannot go along
with the suggestions from the confer-
ence committee. The people demand
refrenchment. I am persuaded that
greater efficiency in O. P. A, will enable
them to perform their responsibilities
with $130,000,000.

The second amendment on which the
conferees yielded, or yielded substan-
tially, was that provision which would
require 5 years of business experience on
the part of the executive price directors
and the officials under him who actually
formulate price policies. As is now be-
ing provided, thaf becomes a discretion-
ary power lodged in the Administrator
and in my considered judgment, al-
though restrictive, has limited the pos-
sibilities of bringing more business ex-
perience into the Office of Price Admin-
istration. I was rather amazed at the
paucity of the testimony before the Sen-
ate Committee on those two items. The
House approved this proposal by a vote
of 188 to 144, The testimony is incon-
trovertible that scores of price executives
came direct from academic halls to O.
P. A. No effort has been made to con-
trovert that statement. It is now pro-
posed to recede on this position and per-
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mit the condition to continue. It re-
mains no longer a bureaucracy but a ne-
ocracy, which according to definition is
Government by untried or inexperienced
hands. Too many business enterprises
have already suspended operations and
too many are in danger of suspending
business in the near future to blink this
condition and I must keep the, record
straight on this point. But the conferees
have yielded,.

The third amendment on which there
was compromise was that which related
to subsidies and roil-backs. You will re-
call that we interdicted the use of any
funds for anyone who was engaged in
the preparation or calculation of sub-
sidies. The Senate I think probably
took the position that the House ought
to recede on that item in view of the
action taken on the bill to extend the life
of the Commodity Credit Corporation.
That, however, had been enacted by both
Houses and was vetoed, although a very
distinet majority of the Members of this
House voted to override the veto. There
will therefore be no further opportunity
before the recess to record ourselves on
that issue unless it should come in the
form of a Senate amendment to the
Commodity Credit Corporation bill now
being considered by the other body.

There are three items in the conference
report with which I am not satisfied and
s0, in accord with the ruling just made
by the Speaker that a privileged motion
will be in order to recommit the con-
ference report with instructions to the
conferees, such a motion will be made
when the previous question is ordered
on the conference report. I speak only
for myself. I cannot go along with this
action,

If the language of these amendments
is deemed to be faulty, then an effort
should be made to concur with other
language which sets forth the clear in-
tent of this body and is at the same
time calculated to meet Senate favor.
There is no evidence of such action before
us. N
If it be argued that the Senate will
accept no other position, then it should
be made quite clear that the House is a
patient body, devoted to its convictions
and willing to take the time necessary
to translate such conviction’ into law.

I was not a little astonished at the
meagerness of the testimony on all of
these items before the Senate committee
as indicated in the hearings. Virtually
on the statement of the Administrator
alone was the House position reversed.

In the light of these circumstances I
deem it a clear duty to submit the priv-
ileged motion to instruct further dis-
agreement on the part of those who rep-
resent the House in this conference.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr,
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle-
man from Virginia [Mr. WoobrumI.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, this bill which we are consid-
ering now should have been the law sev-
eral days ago. The fact that it is not
the law, however, is no fault of the House
of Representatives. There is no need,
however, to follow that observation any
further, The fact remains that there
are a great many important activities
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in this bill; agencies and departments
vitally necessary in the conduct of the
war which are out of funds, and there is
every reason for the greatest expedition
in the consideration of this bill.

A great many amendments were in-
serted in the bill by the Senate. The
House conferees had a number of meet-
ings, They worked hard to uphold the
position of the House, and the result we
bring you is the best we could get. It is
a compromise of the differences be-
tween the two bodies, a compromise of
the judgments between the Members of
the two bodies, and that is what most
important legislation is in the last anal-
ysis, We have our opinion, the other
body has its opinien; we try to get to-
gether on them. _

With reference to the matter about
which the gentleman from Illinois
spoke, to recommit the conference re-
port with instructions to the conferees:
This will simply tie it up so tight you
could not drive a wedge into it. It may
be, of course, that you do not care any-
thing about the recess; maybe we should
beat our breasts and wave the flag and
say: “Let’s stay in Washington.” I do
not feel that way about it. In my judg-
ment the best thing that can be
done for the good of this country is to
let the men who have been working here
days and weeks and months and years
get away from this Capital a little and
rejuvenate themselves, go back and talk
to their constituents a little. I think
that is a fine contribution to the war
effort, because I see men on the floor of
this House—not all of them perhaps,
but a great many of them—who are hav-
ing to work far too hard. If is time
we get away from here; we ought to
have some concern for getting away
from here, and we ought to do it in the
interest of the country’s business.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia, I yield.

Mr. TABER. I want to say this with
reference to the subsidy amendment:
That I am opposed to subsidies, but after
the vote on yesterday I see no way of pre-
venting subsidies for the time being un-
til the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency can bring in other legislation with
reference to that subject.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. That is
right.

Mr. TABER. And for that reason my
vote today against the motion which the
gentleman from Illinois will make will
not be because I am in favor of subsidies
but because I believe that this is a stop-
gap and that we must go along with it
until such action as I have indicated can
be taken.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. The ren-
tleman is eminently correct. To write
that provision in this bill would mean
that the bill would come back here with-
out agreement from the other body or if
both bodies agreed, it would come back
under a veto.

As to O. P. A., the bill as it came from
the committee recommended $165,000,-
000 for O. P. A, under a unanimous re-
port of the House committee, but the
House in its judgment cut that to $130,-
000,000, The Senate raised it to $177,-
000,000. We compromised the amount at
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$155,000,000. With the $155,000,000 we
shall not be able to give any additional
help to the local boards; we shall not
be able to-carry on the organization even
at its present strength, because the
$155,000,000 will be $5,000,000 less than
the annual amount it takes to carry their
organization at their present level, So
what you are doing is stream-lining
O. P. A. to a basis $5,000,000 under its
present level. Personally, I think they
can do it; I believe Prentiss Brown will
do it, but we must bear in mind the
further fact that the committee was no-
tified and the country was notified there
were seven additional rationing programs
that seemed to be inevitable in the
future,

If we are going to have this medium
to fry to control prices, and to ration
commodities that are on the rationing
list, then the worst thing that the Con-
gress can do is to refuse to implement
it by the necessary personnel to carry
it out. I believe the conferees have done
the best they could here and in the in-
terest of expediting this legislation and
in the interest of getting the money to
these agencies that need it, I hope the
House will support the conferees who are
unanimous, everyone of us, in supporting
it, and adopt the conference report.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I move the previous guestion.

The previous question was ordered.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr, Speaker, I offer
a privileged motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. DIRKSEN moves to recommit the con-
ference report with instructions to the House
conferees to insist on House disagreement to
Senate amendments Nos. 5, 7, and 8.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman op-
posed to the conference report?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I am;
yes.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I move the previous question on the
motion.

The previous question was ordered.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. DIrksEN) there
were—ayes 42, noes 94.

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground a quorum is
not present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count.

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, I
withdraw that.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote, then, on the ground a guorum
is not present and I make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Obviously no quorum
is present.

The Doorkeeper will close the doors,
the Sergeant at Arms will notify the ab-
sent Members, and the Clerk will call the
roll.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 99, nays 241, not voting 91,
as follows:

| Roll No. 132]
YEAS—99

Andersen, Bennett, Mich. Busbey

H. Carl Bennett, Mo. Caunon, Fla.,
Anderson, Calif. Bishop Carlson, Kans.
Andresen, Boren Carson, Ohio

August H. Brehm Chiperfield
Arends Brown, Ohlo Church
Barrett Buffett Clevenger



"Abernethy
Allen, IIl,
Allen, La.
Anderson,

H. Mex,
Andrews
Angell
Arnold
Auchincloss
Bates, Mass,
Beall

Beckworth
Bell

Bender
Blackney
Bland
Bloom
Bolton
Bonner
Bradley, Pa.
Brooks

Brown, Ga.
son

Burch, Va.
Burchill, N. ¥.
Burdick
Burgin
Butler
Camp
Canfield
Cannon, Mo,
Carter

Case

Celler
Chapman
Chenoweth
Clark
Clason
Coffee
Colmer
Compton
Cooley

Howell
Jennings
Jensen
Johnson,

Anton J.
Johnson, Ind.
Jonkman
Eeefe
Kinzer
Knutson
Landis
Lewis
MeCowen
McGehee
McGregor
MceWilliams
Maas

Martin, Iowa
Miller, Mo.
Miller, Nebr,
Mundt
Murray, Wis.

Norman
Norrell
Pace

Pittenger
Ploeser

NAYBS—241

Fulbright
Gale
Gamble
Gavagan
Gearhart
Gibson
Glllette
Goodwin
Gordon
Gore
Gorskl
Gossett
Granger
Grant, Ala,
Gregory
Haileck
Hancock
Hare
Harless, Arlz.
Harris, Ark.
Harris, Va.
Hartley
Hays
Hendricks
Herter
Hess

Hill
Hinshaw
‘Hobba
Hoch
Holmes, Mass.

Holmes, Wash.

Hull
Jackson
Jarman
Jeffrey
Jenkins
Johnson,
Luther A.
Johnson,
Lyndon B.

Johnson, Okla.

Jones
Judd
Kearney
Eee

Eetauver
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Reed, TI1.
Reed, N. Y.
Rees, Kans,

Rizley
Rockwell
Rodgers, Pa.

Schwabe
Bhort

Simpson, I11, ‘

Smith, Ohio
Smith, Wis,
Bpringer
Stefan g
Btewart '
Sumner, Il
Talbot

Talle

Tibbott
Vursell
‘Weichel, Ohlo
West

‘Wheat

Willey

Wilson

Winter
Wolcott
‘Woodruff, Mich,

Martin, Mass,
May

Merrow
Michener
Miller, Conn,
Miils

" Monkiewicz

Monroney
Morrison, La.
Morrison, N. C.
Mott

Mruk
Murdock
Murphy
Murray, Tenn,
Myers
Newsome
O’Brien, Mich.
O'Connor
O'EKonski
O'Neal
Outland
Patman
Patton
Peterson, Fla,
Peterson, Ga.
Pleifer
Poulson
Powers

Price

Priest

Rabaut
Ramey
Ramspeck
Randolph
Rankin

Reece, Tenn.

Bimpson, Pa,
Slaughter
Smith Maine
Smith, Va.
Smith, W. Va.
Somers, N. Y.
Sparkman
Bpence
Stanley
Starnes, Ala,
Steagall
Stearns, N. H.
Stockman
Sulllvan
Taber

Tarver
Taylor
Thomas, Tex,
Thomason
Towe
Troutman
Voorhis, Calif,

Vorys, Ohio ‘White Wolfenden, Pa.
Waiter Whitten ‘Wolverton, N. J.
Waslelewskl ‘Whittington ‘oodrum, Va,
Weaver ersham Wright
Welss Wigglesworth
Wene Winstead
NOT VOTING—91

Baldwin, Md. Hall, O'Hara
Baldwin, N. ¥. Leonard W, O'Leary
Barden O'Toole

Hébert Philbin
Bates, Ky, Heffernan Philips
Boykin Holifleld Plumley
Bradley, Mich, Izac Poage
Buckley Johnson, Pracht
Byrne Calvin D Robsion, Ky
Capozzoll Johnson, Russell
Cochran J. Leroy Basscer
Cole,N. Y, Johnson, Ward Satterfield
Costello n Behiffier
Culkin Eennedy SBhafer
Curley EKilburn Sheppard
Dawson King Bikes
Dickstein KEleberg Snyder
Drewry Lesinskl Stevenson
Eaton McCormack Sumners, Tex.
Elmer McKenzle Bundstrom
Fay McMurray Thomas, N. J,
Fish Magnuson Tolan
Fitzpatrick Maloney Treadway
Ford Mansfield, Tex. Van Zandt
Fulmer Mason Vincent, Ey.
Furlong Merritt Vinson, Ga.
Gallagher Miller, Pa. ‘Wadsworth
Gerlach Nichols ‘Ward
Gifford Norton Welch
Gillle O'Brien, 11, ‘Whelchel, Ga,
Green O'Brien, N. Y.. Worley
Hall, .

Edwin Arthur

So the motion was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

Mr. Gillie for, with Mr. Treadway agalnst.

Mr. Elmer for, with Mr. Gifford against.

Mr. Bhafer for, with Mr. Baldwin of New
York against.

Mr. Phillips for, with Mr. Vinson of Georgia
against.

General pairs:

Mr. Holifleld with Mr. Ward Johnson.
Mr. Fitzpatrick with Mr. Eaton.
Mr. McCormack with Mr. Miller of Pennsyl-
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. Fay with Mr. Schiffier.

. Curley with Mr. Gallagher.

Dickstein with Mr, Edwin Arthur Hall,
Ford with Mr. Pracht,

Heffernan with Mr. Kean.

McMurray with Mr. Calvin D. Johnson,
Kennedy with Mr. Welch,

Hart with Mr. Mason.

Merritt with Mr, Leonard W. Hall.
Lesinski with Mr. Gerlach.

O'Brien of Illinois with Mr. Robsion of
Eentucky.

Mr. Hébert with Mr. O'Hara.

Mr. Izac with Mr. Stevenson.

Mr. Mansfield of Texas with Mr. Sundstrom.
Philbin with Mr. Bradley of Michigan.
Russell with Mr, Culkin.

Ward with Mr. Plumiley.

Capozzoli with Mr. Van Zandt.

. Cochran with Mr, Wadsworth.

Barry with Mr. J. Leroy Johnson.
Tolan with Mr. O'Brien of New York.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the conference report.

The conference report was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the first amendment in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 2: On page 6, line 8, insert
the following:

FEERERREEE
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“No part of any funds appropriated or made
available herein to the Board of Economic
Warfare shall be used after August 15, 1943,
directly or indirectly for the procurement of
services, supplies, or equipment outside the
United States except for the purpose of
executing economlic programs or policies
formally approved in writing by a majority
of the Board and such writing has been filed
with the Secretary of State prior to any such
expenditure,”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the House recede and
concur in the Senate amendment with
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. CannoN of Missourl moves that the
House recede from its disagreement to the
amendment of the Senate No. 2 and agree to
the same with an amendment, as follows:
In line- 5 of the matter inserted by said
amendment after the word “executing” in-
sert the word “general.”

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the next amendment in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 11: On page 19, line 24,
insert the following: “Civilian Defense: Not
to exceed $13,359,600 of th unexpended bal-
ance of $100,000,000 contained in the First
Deficiency Appropriation Act, 1942, is hereby °
continued available until June 30, 1944, for
the same objects and purposes, including the
obligations chargeable to sald appropriation,
and subject to the same conditions and
limitations: Provided, That the total amount
available for administrative expenses for the
fiscal year 1944 shall not exceed $400,000.

“The appropriations herein made for the
Office of Civilian Defense shall constitute the
total amount to be available for obligation by
such agency during the fiscal year 1944 and
shall not be supplemented by funds from any
Federal source.”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House recede
and concur in the Senate amendment
with an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. CanwvonN of Missourl moves that the
House recede from its disagreement to the
amendment of the Senate numbered 11 and
agree to the same with an amendment as
follows: In line 1 of sald amendment, strike
out the figure “$13,350,600” and insert “$10,-
500,000,” and in line 8 of said amendment

strike out the figure *“$400,000" and insert
“§700,000." *

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the next amendment in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 24: On page 30, line 15,
insert the following: "“The appropriation
herein made for the Office of War Informa-
tion shall constitute the total amount to
be available for obligation by such agency
during the fiscal yéar 1944 and shall not be
supplemented by funds from any source.”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House recede
and concur in the Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re-
port the next amendment in disagree-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 25: On page 80, line 19,
insert the following:
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“OFFICE OF WAR MOBILIZATION

“Salaries and expenses: For all necessary
expenses of the Office of War Mobillzation,
including salary of the Director at $15,000 per
annum; salaries of two Assistant Directors
at 80,000 per annum each; not to exceed
$30,000 for the temporary employment of
persons or organizations by contract or other-
wise without regard to section 3709, Revised
Statutes, or the clvil-service and classifica-
3{0%1::, laws; and printing and binding, $138,-

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House recede
and concur in the Senate amendment,

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the next amendment in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No, 32: On page 41, line 14,
insert the followingt

“8ec. 102, On the effective date of the Vo-
cational Rehabilitation Act Amendments of
1943, (1) the smounts appropriated in the
first, second, and fourth paragraphs under
the heading “Vocational rehabilitation” in
the Federal Security Agency Appropriation
Act, 1944, shall be consolidated into one fund
and shall be available for carrying out the
provisions of the Vocational Rehabilitation
Act Amendments of 1943; except that not to
exceed $25,000 shall be avallable for adminis-
trative expenses in providing rehabilitation
for disabled residents of the District of Co-
lumbia, Including printing and binding,
travel and subsistence; and (2) the amount
appropriated in the fifth paragraph under
the heading ‘Vocational rehabilitation’ in the
Federal Security Agency Appropriation Act,
1944, shall be available for adminfstrative ex-
penses in carrying out the provisions of the
Vocational Rehabilitatlon Act Amendments
of 1943, and for carrying out the provisions of
the act entitled ‘An act to authorize the
operation of stands in Federal buildings by
blind persons, to enlarge the economic oppor-
tunities of the blind, and for other purposes,’
approved June 20, 1936 (49 Stat. 1559, 1560)."”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the House recede and
concur in the Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the next amendment in disagreement.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that Senate
amendments numbered 33 and 34 be con-
sidered together,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 33: Page 43, line 18, insert
the following: =

“'8ec. 203. No part of any appropriation con-
talned in fhis act shall be available to pay
the salary of any person at the rate of 4,500
per annum or more unless such person shall
have been appointed by the President by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate.”

Amendment No. 34: Page 43, line 18, strike
out 203" and insert *“204.”

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the House insist on its
disagreement to Senate amendments
numbered 33 and 34.

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 2 minutes,
at the conclusion of which I shall yield 2
minutes each to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Taser]l and the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. Ramspeck] and then
move the previous question.
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Mr. Speaker, this is the proposition
to require confirmation by the Senate of
all persons receiving salaries in excess of
$4,500. Such a provision would hardly
be practical at this time for the reason
that it would involve minutiae delaying
the war effort, particularly if the Con-
gress is in recess during the several weeks
immediately ahead of us.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABer].

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, this amend-
ment provides that any person receiving
any money that is provided for salaries
in this bill and receiving a salary over
$4,500 must be appointed by the Presi-
dent by and with the advice and consent
of the Senate. This provision is so
drawn and so worded that it is absolutely
impossible of administration. It is so
drawn that it would put these agencies
all out of business in that every one of
those receiving a salary as large as that
would be off the rolls until they were
nominated and confirmed—a proposition
that is absolutely impossible in view of

the impending recess of Congress. It.

would be a dangerous thing to do, and I
do not see how the House could join in
doing it.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
man from Georgia [Mr. RaMSPECK],
chairman of the Civil Service Committee,
which has a bill relating to this subject
under consideration.

Mr. RAMSPECE. Mr. Speaker, the
Senate has passed a general bill dealing
with the subject of Senate confirmation.
It passed about 2 or 3 weeks ago. I have
publicly announced that in due time the
House Committee on the Civil Service
will give everybody who is interested an
opportunity to be heard on the legisla-
tion. Certainly we ought not to legislate
on such a far-reaching problem as this
by a rider on an appropriation bill. I
hope the House will vote to insist upon
its disagreement to the Senate amend-
ment.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr. Speak-
er, I move the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAEKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. WHITE. Do I correctly under-
stand from the gentleman from Georgia,
the chairman of the Committee on the
Civil Service, that we shall have a chance
to vote on this matter at some other
day?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Georgia did not give that kind of an as-
surance, He said that his committee
was going to give this matter very
thorough consideration. Whether there
will be a vote on it the Chair does not
know.

The question is on the motion offered
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
Cannonl.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak=-
er, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that the
Clerk again report the motion.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri? L4

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr, CanNoN of Missouri moves that the

House insist on its disagreement to the
amendments of the Senate numbered 33 and

84,

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr, Speaker, a par-
liamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will

state it,

Mr. HOFFMAN. If we disagree with
the Senate, can we get any legislation

at all?

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable
to answer such a question,

The Clerk will call the roll,

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 302, nays 29, not voting 99,

as follows:
[Roll No. 133]
YEAS—302
Abernethy Dirksen Jensen
Allen, Ill. Ditter Johnson,
Allen, La. Domengeaux Anton J,
Andersen, Dondero Johnson, Ind.

H. Carl . Doughton Johnson,
Anderson, Calif. Douglas Luther A.
Anderson, Dworshak Johnson,

N. Mex, Elllott Lyndon B.
Andrews Ellis Johnson, Okla,
Angell Ellison, Md. Jones
Arends Ellsworth Jonkman
Arnold Elston, Ohlo Judd
Auchincloss Engel Eearney
Barrett Feighan Kee
Bates, Mass, Fenton Keefe
Beall Fernandez Eeogh
Beckworth Fisher Kerr
Bender Flannagan Kilday
Bennett, Mich. Fogarty Kinzer
Bennett, Mo. Folger Eirwan
Bishop Forand Klein
Blackney Fulbright Knutson
Bloom Gale Eunkel
Bolton Gamble LaFollette
Brehm Gavagan Lambertson
Brooks Gearhart Landis
Brown, Ga Gibson Lane
Brown, Ohlo Gllchrist Lanham
B n Gillette Larcade
Bulwinkle Goodwin Lea
Burchill, N. ¥. Gordon LeCompte
Burdick Gore LeFevre
Burgin Gorskl Lemke
Busbey Gossett Lewls, Ohlo
Butler Graham Luce .

Camp Granger Ludlow
Canfleld Grant, Ala. Lynch
Cannon, Fla. Grant. Ind. McCord
Cannon, Mo.  Gregory McCowen
Carlson, Kans, Grifliths McGregor
Carson, Ohlo Gross MeLean
Carter Gwynne McMillan
Case Hagen McWillilams
Celler Hale Maas
Chapman Halleck Madden
Chenoweth Hancock Mahon
Chiperfield Hare Manasco
Church Harless, Ariz. Mansfield,
Clason Harness, Ind. Mont.
Clevenger Harrls, Ark, Marcantonio
Coffee Harrls, Va. Martin, Iowa
Cole, Mo. Hartley Martin, Mass,
Colmer Hays May
Compton Hendricks Merrow
Cooley Herter Michener
Cooper Hess Miller, Conn.
Costello Hill Miller, Mo,
Courtney Hinshaw Miller, Nebr,
Cox Hobbs Mills
Cravens Hoeven Monklewica
Creal Holmes, Mass, Morrison, La.
Crosser Holmes, Wash. Morrison, N. Q.
Cullen Hope Mruk
Cunningham  Horan Murdock
Curtis Howell Murphy
D'Alesandro Hull Murray, Wis.
Day Jackson Newsome
Delaney Jarman Norman
Dewey Jeffrey Norrell
Dilweg Jenkins O'Brien, Mich,
Dingell Jennlngs O'Connor



O'Neal Rowe Taylor
Outland Sabath Thomas, Tex,
Patman Badowskl Thomason
Patton Bauthoff Tibbott
Peterson, Ga., Bchiffler Towe
Pfelfer Schuetz Troutman
Pittenger Schwabe Voorhis, Calif.
Ploeser Scott Vorys, Ohlo
Poulson Bhort Vursell
Powers Bikes Waslelewskl
Price Simpson, Ill. Weaver
Priest Simpson, Pa, Weichel, Ohilo
Rabaut Slaughter Welch
Ramey Smith, Maine Wene
Smith, W. Va. Wheat
Randolph Smith, Wis. Whelchel, Ga.
Reece, Tenn. Somers, N. Y. Whitten
Reed, Il Sparkman Whittington
" Heed, N. Y. Spence Wickersham
Rees, Eans, Springer Wigglesworth
Richa Stanley Willey
Rivers Starnes, Ala ‘Wilson
Rizley Steagall Winstead
Robertson Stearns. N. H.  'Winter
Robinson, Utah Stefan Wolcott
Rockwell Stockman Wolfenden, Pa.
Rodgers, Pa Sullivan Wolverton, N. J.
Rogers, Calif. BSumner, Ill Woodruff, Mich,
Rogers, Taber Woodrum. Va.
Rohrbough Talbot Wright
Rolph Talle Zimmerman
Tarver
NAYS—29
Bell Johnson, Peterson, Fla,
Boren Calvin D, Rankin
Bradley, Pa. Kelley Scanlon
Crawford McGehee EBheridan
Davis MecGranery Smith, Ohlo
Eberharter Mott Btewart
Gathings Mundt Vincent, Ky,
Heldinger Murray, Tenn, Weiss
Hoch Myers White
Hoffman Pace Worley
NOT VOTING—99
} Furlong Monroney
A H. Gallagher Nichols
Baldwin, Md. Gavin Norton
Baldwin, N. ¥. Gerlach O'Brien, I1l.
Barden Gifford O'Brien, N. Y.
Iy Gillie O'Hara
‘Bates, Ey. Green O'Konskl
Bland Hall, O'Leary
Bonner Edwin Arthur O'Toole
Boykin Hall, Philbin
Bradley, Mich.  Leonard W. Phillips
Buckley Hart Piumley
Buffett Hébert Poage
Burch. Va, Heffernan Pracht
Byrne Holifield Robslon, Ky
Capozzoll Izac Russell
Clark Johnson, Sasscer
Cochran J. Leroy Satterfield
Cole, N. ¥, Johnson, Ward Shafer
Culkin Eean Sheppard
Curley Eefauver Smith, Va.
Dawson Eennedy Snyder
Dickstein Kilburn Stevenson
Dies King Sumners, Tex,
Disney Kleberg Sundstrom
Lesinskl Thomas, N. J.
Durham McCormack Tolan
Eaton -McEenzie Treadway
Elmer McMurray Van Zandt
Fay Magnuson Vinson, Ga.
Feilows Maloney Wadsworth
Fish d, Tex. Walter
Fitepatrick Mason Ward
rd Merritt West
Fulmer Miller, Pa.

So the motion was agreed to. .

The Clerk announced the following ad-
ditional pairs:

General pairs:

Mr. Holifield with Mr. Ward Johnson,

Mr. Fitzpatrick with Mr. Eaton.

Mr. MeCormack with Mr. Miller of Penn-
sylvania.

Mr. Buckley with Mr. Figh.

Mr. Drewry with Mr. Cole of New York.

Mr. Byrne with Mr. Thomas of New Jersey.

Mrs. Norton with Mr. Eilburn.

Mr. Fay with Mr. Gillle.

Mr. Curley with Mr. Gallagher.

Mr. Dicksteln with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall.

Mr. Ford with Mr, Pracht.

‘Mr. Heffernan with Mr. Eean.

Mr. McMurray with Mr. Elmer.

Mr. Eennedy with Mr, Shafer,
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Mr. Hart with Mr. Mason.

Mr. Merritt with Mr. Leonard W. Hall.

Mr. Lesinskl with Mr, Gerlach.

Mr.- O'Brien of Illinois with Mr. Robsion
of Eentucky.

Mr. Hébert with Mr. O'Hara,

Mr. Izac with Mr. Stevenson.

Mr. Mansfield of Texas with Mr. Sund-
strom.

Mr. Philbin with Mr. Bradley of Michigan.

Mr. Russell with Mr, Culkin.

Mr. Ward with Mr. Plumley.

Mr. Batterfield with Mr. Buffett.

Mr. Capozzoll with Mr. Van Zandt.

Mr. Tolan with Mr. O'Brien of New York.

Mr. Barry with Mr. J. Leroy Johnson.

Mr. Cochran with Mr, Phillips.

Mr. Vinson of Georgia with Mr. Treadway.

Mr. Bland with Mr. Wadsworth.

Mr. Barry with Mr. August H. Andresen.

Mr. West with Mr. Gifford.

Mr. O'Toole with Mr. Fellows.

Mr. Walter with Mr. Gavin.

Mr. KELLEY changed his vote from
“nosr w “ﬂ-ye.”

Mr. HOCH changed his vote from
“aye" to “nO."

Mr. EBERHARTER changed his vote
from “aye” to “no.”

Mr. ELSTON of Ohio changed his vote
from unon tro uaye_u

Mr. DAY changed his vote from “no”
to Ilaye'li

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider the vote by
which the motion was agreed to was
laid on the table.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all who
have spoken on the two conference re-
ports have 5 legislative days in which to
extend their remarks in the REcorp on
the reports.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that the
Speaker of the House be authorized to
sign the bill H. R. 2714, the urgent defi-
ciency appropriation bill, notwithstand-
ing the fact that the House may in the
meantime have adjourned before the
bill has received the signature of the
Speaker, i

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMAREKS

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp and in-
clude a newspaper article.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment bills of the House of the
following titles:

H.R.6. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Agriculture to adjust tltles to lands ac-
quired by the United States which are sub-
ject to his administration, custody, or con-
trol;

H.R.249. An act for the rellef of Gertrude
Ricketts;

H.R.1081, An act for the relief of Frank
Borah;

H.R. 1098. An act for the rellef of El Paso
Electric Co.;
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H.R.1815. An act for the relief of George
Henry Bartole and Vernon Wayne Tennyson;

H.R.1397. An act to authorize the ex-
change of certain patented lands In the
Death Valley National Monument for Govern-
ment lands in the monument;

H. R. 1567, An act for tho relief of Robert H.
Pulliam;

H.R.1602. An act for the rellef of Robert
N. Bickert;

H.R.1712. An act for the rellef of Sarah
Ann Elizabeth Holllday Foxworth and Ethel
Allene Brown Haberfeld;

H.R. 2047. An act to correct an error and
to confirm, as of March 2, 1861, the title to
certain saline lands in Jackson County, State
of Ilinois, to Edward Holden; o

H.R.2088. An act for the relief of John
Rhoden;

H.R.2089. An act for the relief of Jennie
Walker;

H.R.2527. An act to amend the descrip-
tion of the area affected by the act of May
28, 1928, entitled “An act for the relief of the
town of Springdale, Utah,” and for other
purposes;

H.R.2663. An act to provide a penalty for
the willful violation of regulations or orders
respecting the protection or security of ves-
sels, harbors, ports, or water-front facilities;
and

H. R. 2683. An act to authorize the attend-
ance of the Marine Band at the seventy-
seventh anniversary convention of the Grand
Army of the Republic to be held at Mil-
waukee, Wis., September 19 to 23, Inclusive,
1943, .

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the amendment of the
House to the amendment of the Senate
numbered 61 to the bill (H. R. 2714) en-
titled “An act making appropriations to
supply urgent deficiencies in certain
appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1943, and for prior fiscal years,
and for other purposes.”

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the twc Houses on the amend-
ment of the House to the bill (3. 1134)
entitled “An act to provide for emer-
gency flood-control work made necessary
by recent floods, and for other purposes.”

INDUCTION OF HIGH-SCHOOL STUDENTS

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s
table the bill (H. R. 1991) to amend the
Selective Training and Service Act of
1940 by providing for the postponement
of the induction of high-school students
who have completed more than half of
their academic year, with Senate amend-
ments thereto and agree to the Senate
amendments.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the Senate amendments.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “satisfactorily.”

Page 1, line 6, strike out “normal.”

Page 2, lines 4 and 5, strike out “perform
satisfactorily” and insert “pursue.”

Page 2, line 9, strike out “satisfactorily.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Kentucky?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the right to object.
Will the gentleman please tell us what
these amendments are?

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, the House bill
provided that the students in the last
half of year should pursue satisfactorily
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their course of training., The word “sat-
isfactorily” was inserted by the House
with the idea in view that some boy who
might be excused from military serviee
by getting to school would soldier on the
job, The Senate struck thap out. It
leaves it so that if he pursues the course
of study at all he may be excused from
military service,

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts., He is
supposed to be up in his studies anyway?

Mr. MAY., Yes. It was suggested to
me that there were no high schools in
the country that do not require the stu-
dent to study satisfactorily, else he would
be kicked out.

" Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts.
is the only change?

Mr. MAY., Yes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
concurring in the Senate amendments.

The Senate amendments were agreed

That

'A motion to reconsider was laid on the

table.
SESSION ON MONDAY

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces
that there will be a session of the House
on Monday next, and that business as
usual will be enacted.

COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLA-
MATION TO INVESTIGATE IMPROVE-
MENT OF COLUMEIA RIVER

Mr, SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up
House Resolution 262, which I send to the
desk and ask for its present considera-
tion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Irriga-
tion and Reclamation, acting as a whole or
by subcommittee. . is authorized to make
an investigation of the plans for the im-
provement of the Columbia River and its
tributaries for utilization of its waters for
reclamation, flood control, navigation, and
hydro-electric power generation, and the cost
and effect of proposed water storage in Lake
Pend Oreille in the State of Idaho.

The committee shall report to the House
(or to the Clerk of the House if the House
18 not in session) as soon as practicable dur-
ing the present Congress the results of its
investigation, together with such recom-
mendations as it deems advisable. ;

For purposes of carrying out the provisions
of this resolution, the committee, or any
subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit
and act during the present Congress at such
times and places within the United States,
whether the House is in session, has recessed,
or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to
require the attendance of such witnesses and
the production of such books, correspond-
ence, memoranda, papers, and documents, by
subpena or otherwise, to take such testimony,
and to have such printing and binding done
as it deems necessary. Bubpenas shall be
issued over the signature of the chairman
of-the committee, and may be served by any
person designated by the chairman.

With the following commiifee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 7, after the word “Idaho”, insert
“and Flathead Lake in the State of Mon-
tana.”

Mr, SABATH, Mr. Speaker, this reso-
lution has been unanimously reported by
the Committee on Irrigation and Recla-
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mation. A controversy has arisen be-
tween the people of Montana and Idaho
with the Bonneville Power Authority
over the use to be made of the water re-
sources of the tributaries of the Colum-
bia River. The dispute has been brought
to a head by the proposal to leave out
beneficial projects, in both Montana and
Idaho, and make storage projects in
Flathead Lake in Montana and Lake
Pend d'Oreille in Idaho. This would de-
stroy large areas of producing farm
land and endanger the transportation on
the transcontinental railroads ecrossing
the area.

It is proposed to rush these projects
through as a war measure when the
utilities section of the W. P. B. say they
are not necessary and would make a
heavy drain on the ecritical materials
needed in war production. After the
Rules Committee heard the gentleman
from Montana [Mr. MansrFieLD], the
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. WaHITE], and
others, and no opposition was interposed,
we came to the conclusion that we should
report the resolution favorably, which
action was unanimous.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the resolu-
tion?

There was no objection.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to

the gentleman from Montana [Mr.
MANSFIELD].
Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana, Mr.

Speaker, I rise today in support of House
Resolution 262 introduced by the gentle-
man from Idaho, for the purpose of in-
vestigating the facilities from an frriga-
tion and power point of view of Lake
Pend Oreille in Idaho and Flathead Lake
in Montana. The reason for this pro-
posed investigation is to bring to the
attention of the Congress all the facts
which can be ascertained about that
region, because in recent weeks the
Bonneville administration and the Army
engineers have shown great interest in
those particular localities.

This investigation, I think, is both
necessary and worth while and in order
to explain my position in this matter I
should like to tell the Congress what has
been developing in the Flathead region
of Montana. About 3 months ago I be-
gan to receive letters from wvarious
organizations and individuals in that
part of my State asking me what truth
there was in rumors to the effect that
Flathead Lake was to be raised. I in-
quired among the various Government
agencies in Washington which might
have an interest in that particular possi-
bility and found out, so I thought, that
there was nothing being considered in
that area. However, the rumors kept
growing, the letters kept increasing, and
finally on May 19 a representative of the
State of Montana came to Washington
for the purpose of meeting with the Army
engineers and the Bonneville Power Au-
thority about the possibility of raising
the level of Flathead Lake. I attended
the meeting with this representative, Mr.
Al Winkler, chairman of the Montana
Highway Commission, and in attendance
also were Dr. Paul Raver, Administrator
of the Bonneville Authority; Mr. Arthur
Goldschmidt, Acting Director of Power;

7147

Gen. Warren T. Hannum and Col, Rich-
ard Parks, of the Army engineers; and
Senator MUrraY. It was brought out at
that meeting definitely and for the first
time that the Army engineers had in-
vestigated the area around Flathead
Lake with the idea of raising its level
from 2,893 feet, which is the present
height, to 2,910 feet by 1945 and 2,930
feet ultimately.* According to General
Hannum this was necessary to supply
surplus energy for Grand Coulee and
Bonneville, and was a wartime necessity.
I pointed out at that meeting that if
the proposed raising of Flathead Lake
were to go through that it would mean
that such towns as Somers, Elmo, Day-
ton, Big Fork, and parts of Polson and
Kalispell, as well as much rich agricul-
tural land and many lake residences,
would be inundated. Dr. Raver claimed
that it was a good idea to bring about a
raising of Flathead Lake so that Mon-
tana could develop the power for future
industrial development. That may be
s0; I am not in a position to say because
I do not have the necessary technical
knowledge, but I felt then, and I feel
now, that it would not be wise to put
such a program into operation because
of the fact that the area which would
derive the greatest benefits would be
downstream, which areas have expanded
tremendously from an industrial point
of view since the start of the present
conflict.” I also pointed out to Dr. Raver
that Montana was being drained of much
of its natural resources as well as its
manpower during the course of the pres-
ent conflict. I am quite certain from
what I said that Dr. Raver and the other
assembled gentlemen were aware of my
sopposition to this proposal, but I felt
there was a distinet possibility of this
matter being pushed through under the
guise of war necessity. This will explain
to my colleagues why I have been ask-
ing questions about the Flathead when
Army appropriations were being consid-
ered by this body. However, out of this
meeting came an agreement that a hear-
ing would be held by members of the
Army engineers and the Bonneville Au-
thority at Helena, the State capital of
Montana, on June 1, and at Kalispell,
the largest town in the affected area, on
June 3. After investigating the matter
further and getting what information I
could I filed a telegram of protest against
the proposed raising of Flathead Lake
before the meetings at Helena and at
Kalispell. Before and at the time of the
Kalispell meeting the people of Montana
were distinetly worried and expressions
of support of the people of the Flathead
against the proposed raising of the lake
came from all sections of the State.
Places like Miles City, 600 miles away;
Billings, 450 miles away, Great Falls,
Butte, Helena, Hamilton, Missoula, and
many other cities sent in their protests
and also sent delegations. There was
not one voice in Montana raised in sup-
port of the proposal of the Army Engi-
neers and the Bonneville Authority to
raise Flathead Lake, and at the meeting
held in Kalispell on June 3, 3,000 people
jammed the high-school auditorium and
many hundreds more took in the pro-
ceedings from the outside by means of
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loudspeakers. There was a tenseness in | the Army Engineers and the Bonneville Ad- | formation you have with reference to this
the air which the Federal authorities | visory Board have concluded that other | project.

alternatives for securing additional water With best personal wishes,
were well aware of, and at times ihere necessary for power for war purposes should Bincerely,

were possibilities that the audience would
get out of hand. Those people were there
representing their homes and the things
which they held best in life. They were
prepared to fight to the limit of their
ability to protect their lake and their val-
ley. They were determined to have the
same valley for their sons, who number
in excess of 3,000, when they came back
from service in the armed forces of the
United States. They were determined
to save their towns, to preserve their lum-
ber industries, to keep the 50,000 acres
of farm land which the lake would in-
undate if raised, in production. They
were united in their opposition, and they
made their opposition known in unmis-
takable terms. The result of this meet-
ing was that the Authority decided to
look elsewhere for power development,
and on June 7, after we had found out
what we could about what had occurred
at Kalispell, I called Dr. Raver on the
phone and asked him to call a meeting
of the advisory board to meet with the
Montana congressional delegation the
next morning to discuss developments on
the Flathead Lake project.

Dr. Raver was very much disinclined
to assemble such a meeting, stating that
he was leaving town in the afferncon
and believed it was an imposition to ask
the other members of the board to meet
on such short notice due to the fact that
“during the war emergency it has been
determined that the Flathead project is
out.” I insisted on the meeting, stating
that the matter was of tremendous im-
portance to Montana, to which Dr. Raver
replied, “As far as Montana is concerned,
they are not going ahead with the proj-
ect there anyway, so they shouldn’t be
worried.” He further stated that this
information “had been cleared with ev-
erybody on the advisory board already.”

However, since newspaper releases car-
ried the information that work was to
begin July 1, I felt that a telephone con-
versation was not sufficient assurance
that the project was called off, and I
therefore insisted that the board and
the congressional delegation meet to-
gether, at which time all the ecards
could be laid on the table and final dis-
position made of the proposal. Accord-
ingly, Dr. Raver agreed to a meeting
Tuesday, June 8, at 10 o’clock, in his of-
fice. At that meeting Genators WHEELER
and Murray and Congressman O’'Con-
wor and I met with Dr. Raver and Arthur
Goldschmidt, of the Bonneville Advisory
Board, and at that conference we were
given a copy of the telegram which had
been sent fo Mr. Marlett, Dr. Raver’s
executive assistant, and on the basis of
that telegram and Dr. Raver's answers
to our queries, we notified the press and
radio of western Montana as follows:

Benators WareLEr and Mureay and Con-
gressmen O'CoNmor and MawsrFiELD held a
conference with Dr. Raver and Arthur
Goldschmidt of the Bonneville Advisory
Board and were informed by them that be-
cause of the loss in lumber, agricultural
products, and the disruption of other war
activities which would be occasloned by the
ralsing of the waters of the Flathead Lake

be explored elsewhere at this time; that the
Army Engineers are being requested to hold
a public hearing at Lake Pend Oreille for the
construction of a low dam at Albeni Falls for
the storage of 2,000,000 acre-feet of water.
As a result of our conference we feel that
the question of raising Flathead Lake as has
been proposed is ended. The Montana dele-
gation called attention to the fact that there
were power sites on the South Fork and
North Fork of the Flathead River which to-
gether in their opinion would be ample to
provide for the entire run-off of the Flathead
Basin, It is our understanding that these
projects will be investigated. The delega-
tion also called attention to the possibility
of securing additional power at Fort Peck,
Canyon Ferry, Little Big Horn, and the Yel-
lowstone River,
BurroN K. WHEELER,
James E. MURRAY,
James F. O'CONNOR,
MIixE MANSFIELD.

We felt the matter had been settled
but we kept getting letters from the State
about the fears of the people who wanted
a definite answer about this project.
After concluding the Flathead hearings
the authorities decided to hold a public
hearing to consider the raising of Lake
Pend Oreille. In the meantime I had
communicated with Dr. Raver again and
asked him a number of questions. I
would like at this point, Mr. Speaker, to
include a letter which I wrote to Dr.
Raver on May 29 and his reply to me of
June 12, 9 days after the hearing at
Ealispell was concluded:

Max 29, 1943.
Dr. PAUL RAVER,
Administrator, Bonneville Power
Administration,
Department of Interior,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Dr. Raver: There are a number of
guestions that have occurred to me in con-
nection with the proposed raising of the
level of Flathead Lake, Mont., which I am
listing below, and to which I would appreci-
ate your sending me specific and detailed
answers at your earliest convenience:

1. What is the cost of power from Grand
Coulee now?

2. What is the cost of power from EKerr
Dam now?

3. What will the cost of power from EKerr
Dam be if the proposed project is completed?

4. With regard to the use of generators at
Grand Coulee now, what is the present capac-
ity How much is utilized? How many
more generators are needed?

5. What is the power capacity of Grand
Coulee now? What will be its capacity if
f‘laet%:eaad Lake is raised to its varlous proposed
evels?

6. What is the status of Lake Pend Oreille
at the present time in the matter of power?

7. What is the war necessity for raising
Flathead?

8. What compensation will the people re-
celve who will be forced to give up their
homes, lands, and businesses?

9. What industrial development will take
place in Montana if Flathead is raised?

10. What other possibilities for securing
power are there?

11, Why can't Hungry Horse be developed
now? If it were, would it not furnish the
necessary needed water flow and power?
What assurance would we have that it would
be developed after the war?

I would be very grateful if I could have
the answers to these questions at your very
earliest convenience and any additional in-

Mige MANSFIELD,
Member of Congress.
JUNE 12, 1943,
Hon. MixE MANSFIELD,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

My Desar Mr. MawsrieLn: Upon recelpt of
your letter of May 26, 1943, I forwarded a
request to Col. R. Park, Seattle district engi-
neer, Corps of Engineers, War Department,
to forward to you such data as he has avail-
able. Of course, a considerable amount of
information was submitted for the record at
the hearings held in Kalispell, Mont., and I
believe this record is still in process of prepa-
ration.

As you know, this administration markets

‘the power from the Bonneville project and

the Grand Coulee project on the Columbia
River to various war plants throughout the
Pacific Northwest. We have a transmission
system of some 2,700 miles of high-voltage
lines and stations interconnecting these
projects and serving the principal load areas
in the region. The Bonneville-Grand Coulee
power system is interconnected with all other
major utility systems in the States of Oregon
and Washington and indirectly with the sys-
tems of Montana, Utah, and Idaho.

Early this year joint studies of the War
Production Board and this administration
indicated the need for providing additional
power resources for war production in 1944
and 1945. A program for development of
such power resources was considered by the
Bonneville Advisory Board at its meeting on
March 12-13, 1943, in Washington, D. C.
This board, which is ecomposed of representa-
tives of the Secretary of War, Federal Power
Commission, Secretary of Agriculture, and
Becretary of the Interior in accordance with
the provisions of section 2 (a) of the Bonne-
ville Act of 1837, adopted a resclutlion at its
meeting on March 12-13, 1843, embracing a
program for development of additional power
supplies for war production in 1944 and 1945.
A copy of the board’s resolution is enclosed.

You will note from paragraph 68 of the
resolution that the board recommended that
the Corps of Engineers, War Department, in
cooperation with engineers of other agencies,
undertake an immediate investigation and
determine upon an appropriate plan to de-
velop 3,000,000 acre-feet of additional water
storage in the headwaters of the Columbia
River which can be used for increasing the
power output of generators installed and
to be installed at the Grand Coulee and
Bonneville plants. The board’s original reso-
lution designated this water storage to be
developed at Lake Pend Oreille. However,
when the matter was submitted to the War
Production Board we were requested to ex-

“tend our investigation to Include Flathead

Lake, Mont., as a possible place for the
storage of the additional 3,000,000 acre-feet
of water,

The Corps of Engineers, War Department,
completed its report and submitted its find-
ings to the Bonneville Advisory Beard at a
meeting held May 17-19, 1943, in Washington,
D.C. In addition to members of the Bonne-
ville Advisory Board being present, repre-
sentatives of the War Production Board also
attended these meetings. After a full con-
sideration of the report submitted by the
Corps of Engineers, War Department, which
embodied four possible plans for development
of the 3,000,000 acre-feet of additional water
gtorage, the Bonneville Advisory Board con-
cluded that the plan requiring the least
amount of critical materials, the least amount
of time, and consistent with the long-range
development of the Columbia River Basin,
was that which called for raising the level of
Flathead Lake, Mont., by raising the Kerr
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Dam at the outlet of this lake some 17 feet
initially and 37 feet ultimately, A copy of
the Board's resolution adopted on May 19,
1843, recommending this project is enclosed.

Following the Board meeting in Washing-
ton, D. C. representatives of the Corps of
Engineers, War Department, and of this
Administration held a meeting with Gov. S8am
C. Ford, of Montana, and his State water-
conservation board at Helena, Mont., on June
1, 1943, to discuss the project. A publie
hearing was then held at Kalispell, Mont,,
beginning June 3, 1943, and extending
through June 5, 1943. As a result of further
information developed at the hearings, the
Corps of Engineers, War Department, the
Bonneville Advisory Board, and the War Pro-
duction Board have concluded that other
alternatives for securing additional power
necessary for war purposes should be further
explored. In 4his connection a publlc hear-
ing will be held on the proposal to store the
water at Lake Pend Oreille, Idaho, in the near
future. Enclosed is a copy of a telegram for-
warded to the Honorable S8am C. Ford, Gov-
ernor of Montana, on June 7, 1943, contain-
ing this information,

Your letter of May 29, 1943, requested in-
formation on certain questions. I shall at-
tempt to answer your questions in the order
numbered in your letter:

1, No determination of cost of power at
Grand Coulee has been made. It will be
subject to alloeation of cost between power,
irrigation, flood control, and navigation.

2. We have no information on cost of
power at Kerr Dam.

8. Cost of power at Eerr Dam should be
slightly decreased because of increased head
on the turbines resulting from raising the
dam and because of available water storage
to prime up more power. It is presumed that
cost of storage In Flathead Lake will be allo~
cated largely to downetream power develop-
ments.

4. Present capacity at Grand Coulee, In-
cluding generating units borrowed from the
Bhasta project, is 533,000 kilowatts, The av-
erage use of generating capacity for the period
from August 1, 1842, to February 28, 1943,
inclusive, is 91.7 percent. Two generating
units borrowed from the Shasta project, hav-
ing a capacity of 85,000 kilowatts each, have
recently been placed in service at Grand
Coulee. This additional capacity is rapidly
beilng absorbed by additional war loads, and
three additional units rated at 108,000 kilo-
watts each are needed as soon as they can
be manufactured and installed.

6. The prime power capacity at Grand
Coulee, after completion of installation of
units now under constructiorm, is 680,000 kilo-
watts. Three million acre-feet at Flathead
Lake will increase this to 760,000 kilowatts.
Of course, as new generating units are in-
stalled, more capacity would become firm
power as a result of the water storage. The
incremental firm power at Grand Coulee,
based upon 8,000,000 acre-feet of storage at
Flathead Lake would amount to 172,000 kilo-
watts upon installation of three more gen-
erators at Grand Coulee and would increase
further with additional installation of gen-
erators and additional water storage. At
Bonneville Dam, 3,000,000 acre-feet of water
storage would firm up 45,000 kilowatts.

€. The present status of Pend Oreille Lake
is natural. No development of storage has
been made.

7. The war necessity for ralsing Flathead
Lake is to create storage upstream from
Grand Coulee in order to increase the avall-
able energy with present Installations at
Grand Coulee and Bonneville.

8. Compensation for loss of homes, lands,
and business will be determined under the
usual procedure of right of eminent domain
or Federal condemnation proceedings and
provisions of the Second War Powers Act.
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9. Raising Flathead Lake will have no im-
mediate effect on industrial development in
Montana, as no additional power will be made
directly available in that region at this time,
Additional power can be made available im-
mediately in the reglon from Grand Coulee
by replacement of power transmitted to
Montana over Washington Water Power Co.
and Montana Power Co. transmission lines.
Later, additional power for industrial de-
velopment can be made available in Montana
by installing additional generators at Eerr
Dam, constructing the Hungry Horse project
and constructing high voltage transmission
lines from the Columbia River plants to
Montana.

10. Installatlon of additional units at
Grand Coulee and Rock Island and one ad-
ditional unit at Kerr Dam are possible
measures for increasing power supply in the
region.

11, The Hungry Horse development will
create approximately 500,000 acre-feet of
storage, which is inadequate for present re-
quirements, would require excessive use of
eritical materials, and would require some
2% to 8 years to construct. The only assur-
ance for post-war construction of this project
would be congressional authorization and
appropriations.

If there is any additional material you
require, please feel free to call on me.

Sincerely yours,
PAvuL J. RAVER,
Administrator.

Attached to his letter was a copy of the
minutes of the Bonneville Advisory
Board of May 19, 1943, and in those
minutes is the statement:

Whereas the representatives of the Corps
of Engineers, War Department, in coopera-
tion with engineers of other Federal agencies
have completed the engineering investiga-
tions in accordance with the aforementioned
request and have reviewed with the Board
their findings and recommendations covering
fowr alternative storage projects found to be
feasible, namely: Raising of Eerr Dam at
Flathead Lake; construction of Big Rock Dam
at Flathead Lake; construction of the Albeni
Falls Dam at Lake Pend Oreille .to create
2,000,000 acre-feet of storage, combined with
ralsing Flathead Lake 3 feet and lowering the
lake outlet 6 feet to provide 1,000,000 addi-
tional acre-feet of storage, with a total of
8,000,000 acre-feet for this combination; and
construction of Box Canyon Dam on the Pend
Oreille River; all of which are completely
summarized in “Definite project report for
obtaining 3,000,000 acre-feet of storage in
Clark Fork Basin, Washington-Idaho-Mon-
tana,” as prepared by the Corps of Engineers,
United States Army, under date of May 13,
1843.

The reason I have read this excerpt
from the minutes is because of the fact
that the proposal to look elsewhere after
the Flathead bearings, referred to look-
ing into the possibility of building a low
dam at Albeni Falls in Idaho. You will
note from the minutes of the Bonneville
Advisory Board that the Albeni Falls
Dam would create 2,000,000 acre-feet of
storage and that with it would be com-
bined an additional 1,000,000 acre-feet of
storage through the raising of Flathead
Lake 3 feet and lowering the lake outlet
6 feet.

This, of course, could not but arouse
the fears of the people in western Mon-
tana because we all know the tie-up be-
tween the two, based on the advisory
board’s recommendation. Consequently
we felt that we were still in hot water
despite the assurances which had been
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given to us by the various people whom
we had contacted. Even a 3-foot raise
in Flathead Lake would inundate some
of our towns, destroy much of eur agri-
cultural land, and create a precedent by
means of which the lake could be raised
to a higher level at some future date.

After the Idaho hearings I received
copies of papers from home. On the
22d and 23d of June these papers con-
tained front-page articles which state
that the Bonneville Administration is
still hopeful of raising Flathead Lake
and, according to the Daily Missoulian of
the latter date, Gov. C. A. Bottolfsen of
Idaho had stated that Dr. Raver had
advised the gentleman from Idaho, Con-
gressman WHITE, that because of the
War Production Board’s disapproval of
the Albeni Falls project wartime devel-
‘opment would be limited to increased
storage of water in Flathead Lake,

I am sorry that time does not allow
me to go into more detail. I hope I have
drawn a fairly comprehensive picture as
this matter exists in my State. I want
to say again, as I have many times in the
past, that T am unalterably opposed to
any proposition to raise the level of the
largest inland fresh-water lake in the
United States. I want to call to the
attention of the Congress that if the rais-
ing of Flathead is allowed to go through,
it will directly affect 25,000 people, and
indirectly 50,000, or one-tenth of the
population in my State. The rights of
the tribe of Flathead Indians who live in
this region will also be involved.

We know that critical materials are
being produced in that region and we
must recognize the fact that the large
Iumber industry in that area, as well as
the thousands of acres of productive agri-
cultural land are just as important and
just as vital to the furtherance of the war
effort as any other factors one ‘can
bring out. We are going to face hard
times in this country from the standpoint
of food and to me it would be folly to take
this acreage out of produciion at this
time. There are other sites which could
be developed: the Hungry Horse, of the
south fork of the Flathead; the Cabinet
Gorge on the Idaho-Montana line; the
West Robinson Dam up in British Colum-
bia, as well as many more which could be
constructed with perhaps more critical
material but certainly with a less devas-
tating effect upon the western part of
Montana. There are a good many things
that we have to consider but to me the
human equation is of paramount impor-
tance. I want these towns to continue to
grow and prosper. I want these lands
to continue to produce. I want these
farms to continue to yield for the benefit
of our Nation, and I want these people
who have made their homes in the west-
ern part of our State to be assured of the
security which is theirs by right, I want
their sons and daughters serving in the
armed forces of the United States to come
back to that valley and to enjoy its fruits
and its splendors. I want to see that
scenic area, the most beautiful in the
United States, kept intact not only for the
people of the State of Montana but for
the people of all the United States. 1
want to see this fear and worry dissipated
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and definite assurance given to these
people that no action is contemplated or
will be taken by the Bonneville Adminis-
tration er the Army engineers to raise
ourlake and to create a condition which
will cause nothing but dissension, chaos,
and unrest. This uncertainty, this threat
implied because of a lack of a definitive
statement from Washington, has already
stopped development, not only on prop-
erty directly affected but that indirectly
as well. Business has practically stopped
except for the barest necessities of life.
The sooner a clear-cut statement is
forthcoming as to future policies and
guaranties that no changes will be made
the better it will be for all concerned.
The successive rising-stage program
spells ruin for thousands and severe
financial losses to many more and would
drive the present residents of Lake and
Flathead Counties to the tops of the
mountains or else out of the country and
destroy their confidence in our Govern-
ment at a time that it is badly needed.
Because of these factors, and I believe in
them with my whole heart and soul, I
urge the Congress to authorize this com-
mittee to look into this matter so that our
way of life and our homes will be pre-
served for us and this uncertainty done
away with, once and for all.

The SPEAKER. The question is-on
agreeing to the amendment,

The amendment was agreed to.

_ The resolution as amended was agreed
to, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all members of
the Committee on Irrigation and Recla-
mation be permitted to extend their re-
marks in the Recorp at this point.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, a con-
troversy has arisen between the peo-
ple of Montana and Idaho with the
Bonneville Power Authority over the best
use to be made of the water resources
of the tributaries of the Columbia River.
The dispute has been intensified by the
proposal to leave out beneficial projects
in both Montana and Idaho, and make
storage projects in Flathead Lake in Mon-
tana and Lake Pend Oreille in Idoho,
thereby destroying large areas of pro-
ducing farm land endangering the trans-
portation on the transcontinental rail-
roads crossing the area. It is proposed
to rush these projects through as a war
measure when the utilities section of the
W. P. B. say they are not necessary and
would make a heavy drain on the critical
materials needed in war production.

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Speaker, I am much
pleased with the House’s action on this
resolution. "I am a member of the Irri-
~gation and Reclamation Committee who
unanimously passed this resolution, and
I was one of those who appeared before
the Rules Committee on its behalf.

One of the things which we lack is a
Federal policy that provided for the set-
tling of disputes between States over con-
troversies arising in the development of
rivers that flow over, through, or between
one or more States on their way from
mountainous watersheds to the sea.
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This is a matter that not only permits,
but demands a Federal and intrastate
interest. Itisa proper concern and func-
tion of the Congress. We all recall the
southwestern conflict that raged for a
while over the development of the Colo-
rado River. Some headway was made
last winter when the Republic River com-
pact was achieved between the States of
Kansas, Nebraska, and Colorado.

Now, we find differences arising be-
tween the States of Montana, Idaho,
Washington, and Oregon, over the com-
plete and orderly development of the Co-
lumbia River. It is to be sincerely hhoped
that this committee can make some con-
tribution toward the achieving of a com-
pact and aid in the progress of evolving
a Federal pattern that may, in the future,
anticipate these interstate disputes and
dissolve these differences as they arise.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, the
Committee on Irrigation and Reclama-
tion of the House passed a resolution
which was approved by the Rules Com-
mittee and likewise by the House pro-
viding for the appointment by the Chair-
man of a special committee of the Ir-
rigation Committee to investigate the
proposal to raise the level of Flathead
Lake in Montana by raising the height
of what is known as the Kerr Dam. The
attempt to raise Flathead Lake is clearly
an attempted violation of the sovereignty
of the great State of Montana and we
are all proud of the manner in which our
Montana people resisted such an un-
heard-of effort to invade and destroy the
rights and property of the people of
Montana.

Apparently it was of little consequence
to those*responsible for that idea that
hundreds and hundreds of homes would
be destroyed; that the beautiful city of
Kalispell would be isolated if not inun-
dated; that some 50,000 acres of the
most fertile farm land in America would
be inundated; that lumber mills and mil-
lions of feet of valuable timber would be
forever and irreplaceably lost; that the
scenic wonderfulness of Flathead Lake,
a great national asset and beauty spot,
would be seriously marred; and that the
cost to the State of Montana in prop-
erty loss, resources lost, highway replace-
ment costs, plus the cost of litigation in-
volved would be tremendous and stag-
gering to the imagination. And all for
what purpose? As I have said, and now
say again, simply to take from the State
of Montana one of its greatest natural
assets for the benefit of another State.

Nor should the fact be overlooked that
the Flathead Indians would also stand
to suffer greatly by such a transaction,
and I think all will agree that the Indian
has been treated shabbily enough in the
past without this further thrusting of
the Indian down the economic scale.
What is known as the Kerr Dam was
constructed on the Flathead Indian Res-
ervation. The Montana Power Co. pays
a royalty to the Indians of $175,000 per
annum for the use of the Indian prop-
erty. Should the Government take this
dam the Indians would be deprived of
this royalty unless compensation was
secured from the Congress of the United
States, and in view of past experience in
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getting appropriations for Indians I
would say that it would be a man’s job
to secure this compensation.

Nor do I think we should overlook the
fact that no less than 70,000,000 board
feet of lumber is produced annually in
this section, which production gives em-
ployment to about 750 persons and that
pay rolls, and so forth, totaled almost
$3,000,000 in 1942,

The people of the northwest section
cannof understand why the Bonneville
Power Administration and the Army En-
gineers instead of endeavoring to make
a storage reservoir out of Flathead Lake,
did not look to Fort Peck. A world of
power could be developed at Fort Peck
if power generators were secured for the
latter place. The development of addi-
tional power at Fort Peck could be had
at very little cost. We of Montana can-
not understand why, if additional power
is needed in the Northwest, Fort Pecl: is
being overlooked.

- Mr. PATTON. Mr. Speaker, I present

the following privileged resolution (H.
Res. 285), which I send to the Clerk’s
desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the expenses of conducting
the investigation authorized by House Reso-
lution 262, incurred by the Committee on
Irrigation and Reclamation, acting as a whole
or by subcommittee, not to exceed 5,000,
including- expenditures for the employment
of experts and legaI, cleriecal, stenographic.
and other assistants, shall be paid out of the
contingent fund of the House on vouchers
authorized by the committee or subcommit-
tee, signed by the chairman of the com-
mittee or subcommittee and approved by the
Committee on Accounts.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

Mr, RAMSPECK, Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that it may be in
order next week for the House to con-
sider conference reports on the same day
reported, notwithstanding the provisions
of clause 2, rule XXVIII,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. PLOESER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and include an editorial from the
St. Louis Post-Dispatch.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr., GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and include an article from the
New York Times on the cost of subsidies.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection. .

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my remarks in
the Recorp on how the recent coal strike
appeared to the soldiers in north Africa.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

(By unanimous consent, Mr., Smite of
Ohio was granted permission to extend
his own remarks in the REcoRrp.)

Mr, MARCANTONIO. Mr, Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my
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remarks in the Appendix and include
therein a letter from the officers and
crew of the Booker T. Washington.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks and include a statement by the
senator from Puerto Rico, Hon. Vicente
Geigel-Polanco.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

(By unanimous consent, Mr. HAGEN
was granted permission to extend his
own remarks in the REcorp.)

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp in two
places—in one to include an editorial,
and in the other an outline of victory
garden program,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and include an article from the
Providence Evening Bulletin.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DOMENGEAUX. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and include an editorial by Mr.
David Lawrence.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SADOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous  consent- to extend my re-
marks in two particulars on the trans-
portation problem.

The SPEAEKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend the re-
marks I made this afternoon and to in-
clude therein a telegram.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr, GRANT of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that after the
conclusion of the other special orders I
may address the House today for 3
minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr, GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks and include an article from the
‘Wall Street Journal.

The SPEAEKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Recorp and to include two short
resolutions,

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

SPECIAL ORDER

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the House the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. Srorr] is recognized for 15
minutes.

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for an ad-
ditional 6 minutes and at the conclusion
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of my remarks to include a joint letter
from the Secretaries of War and Navy
addressed to the President of the United
States on February 8, and also a letter
from the Joint Chiefs of Staff, signed by
Admiral Leahy, addressed to the Secre-
tary of the Navy on February 1, with a
suggested Executive order.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

DEFENSE OF OUR LIBERTIES

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I want to
speak for a few minutes about the de-
fense of our liberties—not by our armed
forces abroad but by ourselves at home.

I think we have no right to send men
out to fight and to die for liberty if we
are not ready at least to speak for lib-
erty at home when it is in danger.

The decision of the Supreme Court on
May 10, in connection with radio broad-
casting, has done something to one of
our liberties. Either it has begun to
destroy a specific part of American lib-
erty or it has redefined the word until
it bas no meaning for true Americans.
Look at our United States Supreme
Court today and you will know why
Jesus wept.

If we are honest with ourselves, we
will all admit that our liberties have
been jeopardized. Some of us think the
danger is serious, others are complacent.
But no one in this Chamber believes that
our solicitude for freedom is, in the ele-
gant words of the Chairman of the Fed-
eral Communications Commission,
“hooey.” Mr. Fly, as Chairman of the
F. C. C, has been authorized by -the
Supreme Court to take charge of all
radio programs in the United States.
There is, to be sure, a statute which
forbids Mr. Fly to interfere with the
services and the pleasures which radio
brings to the American people. But the
Supreme Court has explained the law
away. It has gone beyond Mr. Fly’s
bid for power over the business of broad-
casting and has given him and the
Communications Commission, supreme
andl unlimited power over programs as
well,

We are in the midst of a war for lib-
erty. If I were to inform this body that
a company, a battalion, or a regiment
had been lost unnecessarily—by ignor-
ance or neglect—every Member, regard-
less of party, would cry out for court
martial of the guilty, or for impeach-
ment. By the Supreme Court decision
we have lost more than a battalion
of fighters for liberty., We have begun
to lose what we fight for—since you can-
not lose one civil right without en-
dangering all civil liberty. And there is
no one to impeach for ignorance and
neglect—no one except ourselves. In
the miserable loophole left—the almost
invisible loophole through which a tiny
ray of light still shines—the Court it-
self has challenged us, saying that “the
responsibility belongs to the Congress.”
All we are guilty of is not taking our
responsibility—and acting wisely upon it.

I do not know whether all of you have
read the decision of May 10. Perhaps
the headlines repeated the old words
about the Court curbing the metworks.
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Curbing has become a friendly word—al-
most like checking abuses—not at all like
destroying freedom. Perhaps you have
thought it only natural that the net-
works should protest—after all, they lost
the decision. Perhaps you have heard
many times that Congress meant the
F.C.C. to be something more that a trafiic
officer of the radio waves. The sharp
outlines of objects are dulled by familiar-
ity—we hear a phrase so often that it
ceases to have meaning. And when five
members of the Court deliver a decision
we assume that all is right with the
world. It does not seem possible that
in the midst of a war to bring freedom
to the world one of our own basic free-
doms should be destroyed. It hardly
seems necessary to worry about it. Mr.
Fly would be glad if we did not worry
about freedom. The fuss about freedom
is all “hooey,” says Mr. Fly. Maybe it is,
to him. Maybe freedom is also “hooey.”
But millions of men and women are in
the armed services of this country, and
many of them will die—at this very mo-
ment some of them are dying—for free-
dom. We have the right to be con-
cerned,

Is it true that the Federal Communi-
cations Commission has been given au-
thority over radio programs? Can the
Commission actually prevent a radio sta-
tion from putting on a comedian whose
humor it does not appreciate? Ora com-
mentator whose philosophy it does not
share? It seems improbable. But it is
50.

Let me go back to the business of the
traffic cop. You may know that before
1927 there was a totally unregulated
scramble for the air waves, one station
overlapped another and broadcasting
might have been destroyed if some traffic
regulations had not been put into force.
These regulations were not made for the
benefit of the broadcasters. They were
set up for the advantage of the American
people—and Congress imposed regulation
of the traffic in accordance with public
interest, convenience, and necessity. 3

The five judges who gave the May 10
decizsion say that the act of Congress
“does not restrict the Commission merely
to supervision of the trafiic.” The act,
says the Court, “puts upon the Com-
mission the burden of determining the
composition of that traffic.”

You and I, Mr. Speaker, are not famil-
jar with the intricate problems of broad=
casting, but we do know about traffic
officers. And we know what English
words mean. Let us, then, imagine that
we have been made special trafiic officers
in the meaning of the Supreme Court’s

. decision.

We do not merely see to it that east-
west traffic moves on a green light, while
north-south stands still on red. We are
not restricted to preventing speed mani=
acs from cutting out of line, jamming
ahead of other drivers into wrong lanes
of traffic. No. The Supreme Court says
to us “You are now a Federal bureau.
You are to have the burden of determin=-
ing the composition of the traffic.”

So, as good Federal bureaucrats we do
nothing openly at first—we let common
people drive blue cars or green oOnes,
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limousines or roadsters—but on the side
we confine station wagons to truek roads,
Then we announce that only 10 percent
of the commercial vehicles owned by one
company may operate on one day. We
~“deny driving licenses to women drivers,
we refuse the road to cars bought on the
installment plan, and finally we get tired
of all these half measures and determine
the composition of the traffic once for
all—we drive all privately owned ve-
hicles off the road entirely.

It sounds preposterous. But apply it
to radio. The F. C. C. is authorized to
decide what radio shall be. It may be-
gin by changing the business methods of
the stations—but it has the power to go
farther—and power never lies around un-
used. Mr. Fly, it is reported, is satis-
fied with his victory over American
broadcasting. His appetite for dictat-
ing the composition of the programs may
be dormant. But the power is there.
This month and next, nothing may
change. But if a station thinks the peo-
ple in its neighbeorhood want comedy at
night and the F. C. C. thinks the people
ought to have lectures—the F. C. C. has
the last word. The comedian will be kept
off the highways of the air. If a woman
commentator ‘disagrees with someone’s
policy on regimenting women, the wom-
an—or the station on which she ap-
pears—will be warned and, by one means
or another, will be shunted off the air.
And as the appetite for tyranny grows,
someone, today’s F. C. C, or its successor
tomorrow, will also determine the traffic
for good and all, and we will have no pri-
vate radie—which means no free radio,

That sounds ominous. To a minority
of the Supreme Court it seems even lack-
ing in common sense, If the Congress
meant fo interfere with the business ar-
rangements of the highways—not to
mention the composition of the trafic—
it would have said so. The minority
says with some irony that “the subject is
one of such scope and importance as to
warrant explicit mention.” But, of
course, Congress did not mean to let any
traffic officer determine the composi-
tion of the traffic—not on the highway—
and not on the air waves.

If the American people were informed
today that after the war a Federal agen-
cy will tell them what size and color and
type of car to buy, they would march on
Warshington and demand, from us, re-
dress of grievances. We are a long-suf-
fering people, but we are not so stupified
as to let all our freedom go by default.
Why is it, then, that our folks at home
have not protested against destruction of
their liberty to hear whatever they want

-on the air?

I hope we will not delude ourselves,
gentlemern, into thinking the people do
not care. They care intensely. For 20
years American radio has given the
American people a greafer range, a finer
standard, of information and entertain-
ment than any other people of the world
has enjoyed—and this has been done
without taxing the people, without prop-
agandizing the people. In short, it has
been American—and it has been free.
The lives of millions of us are in an or-
bit which radio touches—in important
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ways—at. every hour of the day, from the
moment it gives us crop information in
the morning through the news of the day,
the music and the plays and the war mes-
sages of the evening to the music which
sends us to sleep at night.

No one can tamper with the legitimate
entertainment of a democratic people
and survive. The reason we have not
been denounced is that the American
people do not know what has heppened.
They are not interested in networks and
affiliated stations. They are interested
in programs, in Fibber McGee and Fred
Allen, in Raymond Gram Swing and Tos-
canini and the Man Bshind the Gun.
They do not know that these are threat-
ened. They imagine that some compli-
cated contracts between networks and
stations will be altered. They have not
been told that the composition of the
traffic will be determined in Washington
by the Federal Communications Com-
mission. And if they have heard that
the networks can find no defense against
this tyranny, they have also heard Mr.
Fly say “hooey.”

I do not know how you cen be too so-
licitous of liberty. If you think liberty
was created, once for all, in 1776, and
all we have to do is enjoy it, then you
may retire into your cave and wait until
the war is over and other men have
fought and died for liberty. For liberty
is like our daily bread, and is our daily
bread, because we live by it, and it must
be created again and again, and watched
over and protected. And in defense of
liberty we who do not run the risk of
death in action have an obligation to
those who do. We must see to it that
liberty is not diminished when they re-
turn.

I challenge Mr. Fly to say to our armed
services that while they were away he
has taken radio away from the people.
Let him tell them that he will decide
what the composition of the radio traf-
fic will be when they get back, and if
they will politely petition him to let them
hear Jack Benny or Invitation to Learn-
ing, he and the F. C. C. will listen to
their request, and grant it if they hap-
pen to feel so inclined. For the court
says the commissioners have expansive
powers. The court places no restriction
upon them,

But we—as part of the Congress of the
United States—we can restrict the Com-
mission. We can restore freedom to
radio under the regulations and restric-
tions we have always imposed.

We must not let the defense of Amer=
ican liberty fall into the hands of one
party. We must not, by default, lef
ourselves become the party of its ene-
mies. If we do not fight, if we are
silent, we are betraying liberty, and it
shall not be forgiven us.

The liberty of a people is made up
of many things—some great, some tri-
fling. And the attack upon liberty al-
ways begins with the little things, those
hardly worth fighting for. The attack
on free radio is almost invisible now;
it is concealed under legal terms. It
seems concerned only with insignificant
business details.
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But the stake is a great one; it is
even greater than the people’s rights in
radio. The stake is freedom.

An outpost has been taken, If we
react promptly we can throw the enemy
back and punish him for his arrogance.
We have the weapons, it is our right to
make laws, to define powers, to protect
liberty. I hope we will have the courage
and intelligence to do our duty.

Mr. ELSTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
will the the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHORT. I yield to the gentleman
from Ohio.

Mr. ELSTON of Ohio. Does not the
gentleman think that under the decision
of the Supreme Court, to which he has
referred, it is possible for the Federal
Communications Commission to deny to
any political party the right to use the
airways?

Mr. SHORT. Of course, the distin-
guished gentleman from Ohio is one of
the ablest lawyers in this House and I
am neither a lawyer nor the son of a
lawyer, but I can, I think, understand
fairly well the English language. The
gentleman almost answers his own ques-
tion. I think it has such broad and ex-
pansive powers that.it could do that very
thing.

The Court has shown us the way. We
have the solemn obligation of writing a
law so clear that it will forever do away
with the shabby generalizations by which
authority is usurped. In place of “the
composition of the traffic” we can write
the exact phrases by which the powers
of the F. C. C. will be described. If we
want to protect liberty in America, we
must make the laws precise and prac-
tical, by which radio can continue to
function as one of the most powerful
engines of democracy ever invented by
the mind of man.

JoiNT LETTER OF THE SECRETARIES OF WAR AND
NAVY TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNI.ED
BETATES

WaRr DEPARTMENT,
Washington, February 8, 1943,
The PRESIDENT,
The White House,
Washington, D. C.

DeAar Mr. PRESIDENT: We join with the
United States Chiefs of Staff In recommend-
ing that you promulgate the attacl ed Execu-
tive order transferring from the Federal Com-
munications Commission to the Department
of War certain radic intelligence functions.

Through radlo intelligence activities, the
military forces of the United States and cur
allies obtain military information of the
utmost importance. Radio intelligence is
an important military weapon.

Participation by the Federal Communica-
tions Commission in radio intelligence shculd
be discontinued, because:

Bince radio intelligence develops informa=-
tion as to the movements and dispositions
of the enemy, it is essential, for reasons of

coordination and sccurity, that there be full
military control;

Since the responsibility for military action
rests with the armed forces, the responsibility
for obtaining the technical information gov-
erning that action mus' also be in the armed
forces;

Military activities have been hampered by
severe shortages of trained personnel and
critical equipment essential to radio intel-
ligence.

The Secretary of the Navy, on September
11, 1942, requested the Joint Chiefs of Staff to
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study the problem of responsibility and se-
curity of radio Intelligence. The Joint Chiefs
of Staffl have made a thorough and compre-
hensive study, and their response (based on
that study) is attached hereto. They, as
well as the responsible military commanders
in the field, are of the bhelief that radio
intelligence, the location of clandestine sta-
tlons, the supervision of military communi=
cations security and related activities must,
in their very nature, be under the scle con-
trol of the military forces,
Enclosed herewith is a copy of a letter from
Admiral Leahy recommending this action,
Yours respectfully,
Hery L. STIMSON,
Secretary of War.
Frank ENoOX,
Secretary of the Navy.

THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF,
Washington, February 1, 1943,
The Honorable the SECRETARY OF THE NAvY,
Washington, D. C.

My Desar Mg. SEcreTArY: In response to
your memorandum to the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, dated September 11, 1942, on the sub-
ject of responsibility for the conduct of se-
curity of military communications activi-
ties, the Joint Chiefs of Staff have hadl made
a thorough and comprehensive study of the
problems referred to therein in which full
consideration has been given to the views of
the military and naval commanders in the
fleld who are charged with responsibility for
military action based on radio Intelligence.
A summary of the findings is given In the
following paragraphs.

In general, radio intelligence is the method
of determining the enemy's plans and dis-
positions through observation of his radio
communications, The facilities used for this
are also used to assist our own forces through
meoenitoring of communieations channels-to
enforce security standards and to render as-
sistance to our own craft.

Both the Army and Navy are engaged in
radio intelligence and related activitles. In
addition, the Federal Communications Com-
mission has set up an elaborate system of its
own which is engaged in:

(a) The location of enemy units at sea and
abroad;

(b) The interception of enemy army, navy,
and diplomatic traffic;

(c) The location of clandestine stations;

(d) The giving of bearing alds to lost
planes;

(e) The maintenance of a “marine watch”
at distress frequencies; and

{f) The monitoring of military radio cir-
cuits.

These actlvities of the Federal Communica-
tions Commission are constantly expanding
and are a substantial draln upon available
material and personnel.

Radio intelligence activities of the Federal
Communications Commission tend to be less
and less useful as the art progresses. This is
due to integration into proper radio-intelli-
gence systems of large quantities of secret
military information accumulated through
gpecial processes by the armed forces, includ-
ing exchanges of military information with
our allles, knowledge of present and proposed
disposition of forces, and other special infor-
mation which for obvious reasons cannot be
disseminated to an agency such as the Fed-
eral Cominunications Commission. More-
over, information obtained by the Federal
Communications Commission through its
own radio-intelligence activities is not, in the
military seénse, secure, due to Inherent tend-
encles toward publicity of Federal Communi-
cations Commission activities, use of non-
secure methods of reporting and correlation,
and the necessarily close relationship of Fed-
eral Communications Commission military-
intelligence activity with other phases of the
agency's work,

-
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Because of the essentlal differences between
military and Federal Communications Com-
mission standards and methods it has not
been possible to integrate thelr information,
with the result that the attempted duplica-
tion by the Federal Communications Com-
mission of work that is being more effectively
done by the military has in fact endangered
the eflectiveness and security of military
radlo intelligence.

In view of the foregoing it is concluded
that the better prosecution of the war will
be served by terminating all military and
quasimilitary radio-intelligence activities of
the Federal Communications Commission
and confining such activities to the Army
and Navy.

Since the Army’s present need for person=
nel and equipment in the field of radio intel-
ligence is greater than that of the Navy, all
of the radio-intelligence facilities of the Fed-
eral Communications Commission should
forthwith be transferred to the Army en-
tirely. The personnel of the Federal Com-
munications Commission heretofore engaged
in radio intelligence should be made avail-
able initially as civilian employees of the
Army, pending decision by the Army as to
which shall be placed in military status,
which replaced by military personnel and
which would be best retalned in the Army as
civilian employees.

The foregoing conclusions are supported by
the views of the Army and Navy commanders
in the field who are charged with responsi-
bility for military action based 0. radio in-
telligence.

The Joint Chiefs of Staff, therefore, request
the Becretaries of War and Navy to join in a
recommendation to the President that he
transfer to the Army personnel and equip-
ment now used by the Federal Communica=-
tions Commission in the field of radio intelli-
gence. A proposed ‘Executive order is en-
closed.

From the standpolnt of the present prob-
lem, the promulgation of this Executive or-
der would leave the Federal Communications
Commission in the radio field, with the re-
sponsibility for monitoring, processing, and
disseminating forelgn voice, news, and propa-
ganda broadcasts (its Foreign Broadcast In-
telligence Service), the monitoring and in-
spection of stations licensed under the Com=-
munications Act of 1934, all necessary licens-
ing procedures, including revocation and sus-
pension, and the institution of prosecutions
of licensed stations and operators for viola-
tions of treaty, statute, or regulations.

The Army and Navy (In accordance with dl-
visions of function between themselves)
would have full and exclusive responsibility
for the conduct of military radio intelligence
as described in the present report.

Sincerely yours,
Wittiam D. Leany,
Admiral, United States Navy, Chief
of Staff to the Commander in Chief
of the Army and Navy, for the
Joint Chiefs of Staf.

EXECUTIVE ORDER TRANSFERRING RADIO INTEL=
LIGENCE FUNCTIONS TO THE WAR AND NAVY
DEPARTMENTS
By virtue of the authority vested in me by

Title I of the First War Powers Act, 1941,

approved December 18, 1941, as President of

the United States and Commander in Chief
of the Army and Navy, it Is hereby ordered as
follows:

1. All functions, powers, and duties of the
Federal Communications Commission in the
field of radio intelligence and, particularly,
in the conduct of direction-finding activi-
tics; the location of enemy radlo transmis-
slons abroad and at sea; the Interception of
radio traffic of foreign countries (excluding
voice broadcasting); the detectlon, location,
and suppression of clandestine or illegal sta-
tions both abroad and within the limits of
the United States, its Territories and posses-
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sions, and the areas occupled by its armed
Torces; the giving of radio and direction-find-
ing navigational aids to vessels and aircraft;
the monitoring of United States Army and
Navy communications circuits and the
maintenance of distress frequency watches,
are transferred to the Departments of War
and Navy In accordance with distribution of
functions established between them.

2. All records and property (including radio
transmitting and recelving equipment) and
all personnel of the Federal Communications
Commission used primarily in the perform-
ance and administration of the functions
transferred by this order are transferred to
the War Department for use in the perform-
ance and administration of functions trans-
ferred by this order; but any personnel so
transferred who are found by the War De-
partment to be in excess of the personnel
necessary for the performance and admin-
istration of such functions, powers, and du-
ties shall be retransferred under existing law
to other positions in the Government or
separated from the service. Bo far as pos-
sible, personnel transferred who are found
qualified therefor shall be placed in a military
status,

3. So much of the unexpended balance of
the appropriations or other funds avallable,
including those available for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1943, to the Federal Com=-
munications Commission in the exercise of
functions transferred by this order as the
Director of the Bureau of the Budget, with
the approval of the President, shall deter=
mine, shall be transferred to the War De-
partment for use in connection with the
exercise of functions so transferred. In de=
termining the amount to be transferred the
Director of the Bureau of the Budget may
Include an amount to provide for the ligui=
dations of obligations incurred against such
appropriations or other funds prior to the
transfer, ;

THE WHITE HOUSE, February 1943.

The SPEAEKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentleman from
Oklahoma [Mr. STewarT] is recognized
for 30 minutes.

FOOD SUBSIDIES AS AFFECTING THE
CATTLE GROWER AND THE FARMER

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to address my remarks of opposition to a
roll-back-subsidy law.

During the few months that I have
been privileged to be a Member of this
great body much has been said about
the problem of the farmer, but much
needs to be said about his problem, and
much needs to be done about it—wisely
done.

The question of the so-called roll-
back-subsidy meat program also has en=
gaged the attention of this body on a
number of occasions. It is almost pre-
sumptuous to attempt to add anything
concerning it to that which has been
said. But I feel impelled to speak to the
issue a few minutes on behalf of the
men and women and boys and girls whom
I represent and whose interests have not
been brought specifically to the atten-
tion of the Congress.

In a very real sense the fate of this
Nation and of the world depends upon
the American farmer. From his efforts
and devotion to duty must come the food
and clothing for our armed forces, for
our war workers, for our civilian popula-
tion in every walk of life. From the land
that he tills must come many of the
products which are needed to keep our
munitions plants and war factories op=-
erating, to speed the day of our victory,
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From the storehouses which he fills must
go cut the foodstuffs to sustain the whole
world, our allies, the soon-to-be-liber-
ated peoples of Europe, and the East
and, yes, to our enemies when they have
laid down the sword. America is the
arsenal for democracy. The American
farmer is the world's hope against the
stalking specter of famine.

The American farmers have been chal-
lenged as no group was ever challenged
in history. With less manpower, with
very much less farm machinery and
scarce supplies of every kind, with acute
shortages of feeds and fertilizers, in the
face of unfavoring elements he has been
called upon to produce more than ever
has been produced anywhere, any time.
Our experts tell us that we shall perhaps
not reach the food goals set for the year.
If this be true the fault is not the farm-
ers’. The effort of our farmers to dis-
charge their awful responsibility since
this Nation entered the war has honored
their calling for all time to come.

A famous American once said: “Burn
down your cities and leave our farms, and
your cities will spring up again as if by
magic; but destroy our farms and the
grass will grow in the streets of every city
in the land.” In this hour when many
cities of the world are in smoking ruins,
when agony and disease and famine hang
over the globe like a pall, and civilization
is pushed back almost to the Dark Ages
by the military dreams of madmen, our
farmers hold a very large part of our hope
for success in this war of liberation, and
of our hope for the peace which will
follow.

Yes; the American {armer has done his
part. He is doing his part now. What
have we, his Government, his chosen rep-
resentatives in Congress, done to assist
him? What incentive have we given him
to spur his efforts?

The losses of perhaps 8,000,000 acres
of crops from destructive rains and over-
flow in large areas of the Corn Belt can-
not be made good at this late hour. The
Corn Belt has its optimum time of plant-
ing not only corn but sorghums, millett,
garden vegetables, and other food crops.
I cannot conceive that the enthusiasm
of our farmers is as high as it was. They
are rapidly becoming disillusioned as a
result of the continued bugling of the
farm-labor situation and the disparity
between fixed costs and the prices their
finished products bring them. Nor are
city people rushing to the nearby fields
en masse to help save the farmers’ crops.
He is largely left to his own resources.

And now there has come to plague him
this so-called roll-back subsidy program.
Every livestock grower in this Nafion, big
or little, is opposed to it. Every live-
stock grower, big or little, has been in-
jured by it. The evil effects of this pro-
posed plan are not speculative. They
can be demonstrated.

The farmer is asked to produce meat
at less than the cost of production. Those
who favor the subsidy contend that the
subsidy payments to the processor will
guarantee to the farmer that he will be
paid a price for meat which will insure
a reasonable profit. But the facts speak
for themselves. Even should the plan
work beyond the fondest dream of ifs
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sponsors the subsidies would be inade-
quate. The loss to the producer already,
due to the effect on the market caused
by the confusion of multiple plans and
regulations, has reached a sum of from
twenty to thirty dollars an animal, The
facts speak for themselves. The live-
stock markets over the length and
breadth of this Nation have collapsed.
The armed forces as well as civilians are
faced with dire shortages of meat, par-
ticularly heef.

On Wednesday, June 16, in the city of’

Chicago, cattle arriving at 20 leading
livestock centers totaled 29,000 head, the
smallest for June in the last 15 years.
Receipts for the corresponding day last
year were 51,000 head. And the situa-
tion in Chicago is typical of a Nation-
wide situation. Market operations in my
own State are paralyzed. It is so with
my neighboring States. On a recent day
there were but a scant 700 animals offered
on the great market at Fort Worth, Tex.

Price-ceiling experiments tracing back
to the Roman Empire have a record of
uninterrupted failure as a method of pre-
venting inflation or keeping down the
cost of living,

Inflation should be attacked on two
fronts, first by adopting policies that will
result in the greatest possible food pro-
duction, thus increasing supplies, and sec-
ond, by syphoning off buying power
through taxation, thus reducing the
demand.

No industry stands alone in wartime
or at any other time. All are interre-
lated and interdependent. It is folly fo
expect farmers to produce at a loss fog
the benefit of consumers, and subsidizing
is not an answer to the problem. It is a
scheme which is basically unsound and
un-American.

As I understand, the estimated cost of
the subsidies will be billions of dollars.
The maximum saving to consumers is
estimated at only millions of dollars—on
the basis of average civilian meat allow-
ances and average roll-backs per pound.
This taxation will be paid in large part
by the farmers, the owners of land.
When the Government decides fo crack
down on inflation and hold the line they
crack down on the farmer, granting to
other groups concessionc unparalleled in
economic history.

Farm labor will continue to go to the
war plants until a sufficient inducement
is given them to remain and work on the
farms. This is, of course, true of the
livestock growers and their labor.

In my district there is located a vast
naval armament plant. There the work-
ers are paid $5 to $25 a day. The average
earning of the farmer of my district is
scarcely $2.50 a day. The result of this
inequality is obvious. Labor from the
farms and ranches will flock to this plant
and similar defense plants to seek the
greater financial reward.

The meat program has been very con-
fusing to the growers. In April the pack-
ers industry, together with livestock men,
formed a meat council of 101 associations
to consider price-and-supply conditions.
The outcome of their recommendations
was creation in May of a 12-man War
Meat Board composed of representatives
of the armed forces, the War Food Ad-
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ministration, and the O. P. A., with meat
packers serving as consultants.

Before this new meat board could start
work, the O. P. A. ignored demands of the
meat industry to give the board a
chance and ordered meat prices rolled
back 10 percent on June 21. There can
be no question but that the subsidy would
hamper the meat board in its job of man-
aging the wartime meat supply from day
to day so as to keep demand and supply
in balance.

I submit to you that what we need in
the meat program is every inducement
to the increasing of the meat supplies—to
increased production of livestock. We
have paid premiums to labor in the form
of wage increases again and again dur-
ing this war period because we wanted
to get the various jobs of manufacturing
and construction done in the shortest
possible " time and in the best possible
way. We shall have to do the same thing
for the farmer and the livestock grower
and in the meat industry. We do not
need subsidies. We do need better con-
trols over shipments of livestock to mar-
kets and improvement of allocation of
available supplies. We do need, and I
repeat it, every possible inducement and
stimulation to increased production.

So much has been said here, so much
has appeared in the Nation’s press, the
condition is so generally understood,
that there is little I can add about the
terrible menace of the black market.
But very surely this subsidy plan would
further divert the supply ¢f the Nation’s
meat into these illegal channels.

Conservative estimates place at more
than 20 percent the amount of the
Nation’s meat which flows into and
through this black-market channel.
These “meatleggers” take their trucks
direct to the farm and buy every avail-
able animal. Delivery is made it night
and they slaughter where they may, re-
gardless of sanitation and menace to
health—by the road, in the woods, in
dirty barns and sheds. The black mar-
ket in meat not only disrupts the effort
to distribute available supplies but con-
stitutes a menace of the gravest degree
to our Nation’s health.

Price ceilings and subsidies on meat
simply cannot solve the black-market
problem. The experience »f this Na-
tion with alcohol in the prohibition era
attests the fact. When the American
people want something badly enough, it
will be supplied them at a price. There
is an enormous appetite for meat in
this country. Packers estimate they
could sell 20,000,000,000 pounds this year
if they could get it. The public demands
the meat and it will not be supplied them
at less than the cast of production. No
matter how many laws are passed or how
many directives are issued and regula-
tions promulgated, the price of a much-
desired product cannot be beaten down
below the cost of production by Govern-
ment enforcement agencies or official
fiats,

But I will leave the economics anc the
theories of this new attempt to solve the
food problem fo the professors. I
personally am greatly concerned with the
ill effect of this subsidy program in my
own State and in my own district. The
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farmers and livestock growers that I
represent are, for the most part, the little
men of the business. When these Gov-
ernment experts publish their imposing
statistics my people are found in the low-
er brackets of operations and income.
These are the people of the rocky barren
mountain farms and ranches, the 1-room
homes, the ill-clad, ill-fed, and under-
privileged families—the sitricken people
of.depression days. They deserve the
plaudits of all who love mankind for the
courage and determination which en-
abled them to survive that dreadful pe-~
riod. They have come back a little way
now from those dark days. They begin
to find the going underfoot a little firm-
er. They hope and plan for a slightly
better world for themselves and, par-
ticularly, for their children. They are
among the stanchest citizens of our
country, From their ranks come the best
citizens, the bravest soldiers. I will
match their patriotism against that of
any people in the world.

They are toil-worn men, men who have
had little pleasure in life. They have
seen only hard work and very little re-
turn. Life holds little else for them,
Their hope is for their children. In
Oklahoma and in my district the Future
Farmers of America and the 4-H Clubs
are the two great organizations which
are devoted to preparing and assisting
the children of my people to enter upon
the more tolerable and abundant life
which their parents have not known,

Only in this generation has the educa-
tional principle, “We learn to do by do-
ing,” been effectively employed in the
teching of agriculture in our public-
school * system. Establishment of the
teaching of vocational agriculture in the
common schools came with the enact-
ment by Congress of the Smith-Hughes
bill, extending financial aid in that un-
dertaking.

The establishment of vocational teach-
ing of agriculture in our consolidated
schools and rural high schools opened a
new era in the agricultural development
of America. Under it was formed the
voluntary farm boys’ organization
known as the Future Farmers of America.

F. F. A. chapters now have some 10,000
boys enrolled in the State of Oklahoma.
These boys actually learn by doing.
They have more than three-quarters of
& million dollars of their own money in-
vested in livestock, crops, machinery,
buildings, and other equipment in the
Btate. They learn to farm by farming,
under direction of trained instructors.
Approximately 50,000 Oklahoma boys
have passed through the F. F. A. chap-
ters of the State to adult age. More than
96 percent of Oklahoma boys studying
vocational agriculture in the commmon
school system voluntarily became mem-
bers of the Future Farmers of America.

In regional and national competition,
Oklahoma F. F. A. boys have taken an
unusual share of honors. Repeatedly,
they have shown themselves masters of
the business of farming and stock rais-
ing. Proudly we greet the annual re-
turn of groups of F. F. A. boys bringing
home trophies of their contests in the
arenas of America. I honor this fine or-
ganization of farm youth, and pay trib-
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ute to them and to their leaders for their
earnest application to their chosen work,
and for the outstanding results they
have achieved, We recognize in them
the leadership of tomorrow in agricul-
ture and livestock culture. I congrat-
ulate them upon, not only their achieve-
ments in competition, but also upon the
astonishing unfolding of their person-
alities which accompanies their studies
and practices in F, F, A,

I am especially proud to salute the
achievement of an 18-year-old Future
Farmer of my home county, Ray Tucker,
of Antlers, who became the first east-
ern Oklahoma farm youth to receive the
Governor's trophy awarded for outstand-
ing achievement in farming, whea he
was so honored at a banquet in Still-
water, Okla., on the occasion of the
seventeenth annual State F. F. A. con-
vention held Friday, April 23. I com-
mend him for the ability and courage he
has shown in taking over active manage-
ment of the 1,500-acre ranch formerly
operated by his father who died about a
year ago.

I believe the creed of the Future Farm-
ers of America is worth repeating here:

I believe in the future of farming, with a
faith not.born of words but of deeds—achieve~
ments won by the present and past genera-
tlons of farmers; in the promise of better
days through better ways, even as the better
things we now enjoy have come up to us
from the struggles of former years,

I believe that to live and work on a good
farm is pleasant as well as challenging; for
I know the joys and discomforts of farm life
and hold an inborn fondneks for thosc asso=
clations which, even in hours of discourage-
ment, I cannot deny.

I believe in leadership from ourselves and
respect from others. I belleve in my own
ability to work efficiently and think clearly,
with such knowledge and skill as I can se-
cure, and in the a‘bﬂity of organlzed farm-
ers to serve our own and the public interest
in marketing thr product of our toil. I
belleve we can safeguard those rights against
practices and policies that are unfair,

I believe in less dependence or begging and
more power in bargaining; in the life abun-

dant and enough honest wealth to heip make

it so—for others as well as myself; in less
need for charity and more of it when needed;
in being happy myself and playing square
with those whose happiness depends upon
me. ¥

I believe that rural America can and will
hold true to the best traditions in our na-
tlonal life and that I can exert an influence
in my home and commuity which will stand
solid for my part in that inspiring task,

The Future Farmers of America have
supported the war efiort with great en-
ergy and telling efficiency. They have
invested $193,145.17 in War bonds and
stamps. They have collected 7,453,384
pounds of scrap metal. They have col-
lected 295,425 pounds of rubber. They
have collected 132,081 pounds of scrap
paper. They have collected 21,989
pounds of rags. They have collected
25,256 burlaps bags for making sand bar=-
ricades. They have turned over their
farm repair shops for the vitally neces-
sary work of repairing farm machinery
in the State. Many of their number, of
course, have joined the various branches
of the armed service.

Perhaps, more significantly for the
purpose of this discussion, they have met
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the Nation’s request for a 9-percent in-
crease in the production of livestock this
year. And remember that they hold most
of this livestock now, at the mércy of the
market chaos caused by the confusion in
the field of meat regulation,

I have here a statement from Mr, J.
B. Perky, State Supervisor of Agricul-
tural Education in Oklahoma, who is
largely responsible for the direction of
the program of the Future Farmers of
Anerica in my State. He says:

Confusion, doubt, and fear have gripped
Oklahoma llvestock farmers since the hold-
the-line order in April. The reduction of
more than 50 percent in numbers of cattle
marketed in Oklahoma during the current
week, as compared to the same week a year
ago, attests the validity of this statement.
Prices in Oklahoma's only terminal market
broke from $1 to $2 during the week ending
June 19, and a further break would have
resulted had not the marketward movement
practically ceased. The same condition ex-
ists at all other Midwest markets.

Livestock farmers were asked to increase
beef production. They have done this short-
handed and largely on borrowed capital.
They must consider their creditors when
contemplating sales.

Serious, also, is the pending liquidation
of cow herds. Liquidation is inevitable be-
cause of the high cost and scarcity of labar,
protein supplements, hay, and grain, Herds
cannot be wintered on present prices of labor
and feed, when farmers are to bear the
brunt of the roll-back proposed.

Feeders are unable to plan dry-lot opera=
tions for next fall. This will seriously affect
the fate of our Oklahoma calf crop. The con-
fusion is pathetic. Instead of an incentive
being given to livestock farmers in the form
of a falr price, they are expected to turn their
cattle to a merket regulated without regard
to their plight.

A 10-year livestock improvement program
of the Future Farmers of America in Okla-
homa is definitely imperiled.

And I wish to salute that other great
organization that is doing so much for
the farm youth of my State, my district,
and my home county. I wish to salute
the 51,000 boys and girls, 4-H Club mem-
bers, in the State of Oklahoma and their
leaders; the 9,588 members in my dis-
frict, the 460 in my home county of
Pushmataha. 3

The author, Pearl Buck, in one of her
recent books quotes the Chinese poet,
Wang Wei, who lived 4,000 years ago,
and was asked what is the most worth-
while thing in life. He answered:

I am old,

Nothing interests me now;

Moreover, I am not very intelligent,

And my ideas -
Have never traveled farther than my feet.
You ask me

What is the supreme happiness here below?
It is listening to the song of a little girl
As she goes down the road

After having asked me the way.

4-H Club leaders in Oklahoma and in
the Nation are teaching farm youth the
way—the way to better homes, to better
farms, to better lives.

The purpose of 4-H Clubs this year has
been to expand the wartime 4-H Club
program with a view of assisting 4-H
Club members in making & maximum
contribution to the war effort. Only
those projects and activities that will
contribute to the war effort have been
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retained and nonessential contests and
State activities have been eliminated.

In the wartime program the 4-H Club
members’ theme is “Produce and Con-
serve.” Every 4-H Club member who
enlists in the 4-H Victory project com-
mits himself to carry out the following
objectives: First. To purchase War bonds
and stamps. According to a recent re-
port, the 4-H Club members in Okla-
homa personally own $438,758 in War
bonds and stamps.

Second. They have agreed to assist

with any Government approved scrap,

drive. According to 1942 reports 4-H Club
members collected 13,440,689 pounds of
scrap metal; gathered 326,223 pounds of
paper, burlap and old rags; and collected
1,196,978 pounds of scrap rubber.

Third. They have agreed to assist in
alleviating the farm and home labor
problems by doing certain specified work
in the home and on the farm. For ex-
ample, the younger club boys and girls
will drive tractors in place of older
brothers who have gone into the service,
FPhe girls have taken on new responsibili-
ties by planning the family canning
budget, by planning and serving nutri-
tious meals, and by taking full responsi-
bility for the home garden. Reports
show that in Oklahoma 9,270 club mem-
bers are taking the full responsibility for
the care and management of the home
poultry flock.

In addition to carrying out the objec-
tives of the 4-H victory project, 4-H
Club members have committed them=-
selves to carry out one or more produc-
tion or conservation projects. Particu-
lar emphasis has been placed upon the
meat production, poultry, dairying and
dairy production, and gardening. Since
January 1 of this year, livestock club
members have fed out and marketed
2,040 calves, 9,487 pigs, and 1,323 lambs,
which figures only represent a portion
of the livestock being produced this year
by 4-H Club members. In the poultry
club, 9,317 members own 277,826 head
of poultry. In the 4-H dairy project
4-H Club members own and care for
3,126 producing animals, along with
3,393 heifers not yet in production, or a
total of 6.519 dairy animals. There is a
greater interest in the production of gar-
dens this year than ever before. Rec-
ords show that 40,107 4-H Club members
are growing victory gardens.

4-H Club girls are redoubling their ef-
forts this year to can and conserve all
the fruits, vegetables, and meats possible
in order to release the maximum amount
of food possible to our fighting men in
&il armed services and to our allies as
The boys and girls ot the Oklahoma
4-H Clubs are nov engaged in a great
buy-a-bomber campaign, promoting the
sale of War bonds and stamps. A huge
squadron of four-engine bombers bear-
- ing the name of each county whose 4-H
Club members sell $300,000 in War bonds
and stamps during this campaign this
summer will join the show when the
boys go back to bomb Berlin and Tokyo.

According to officials of the State and
national War bond offices, Oklahoma’s
4-H buy-a-bomber campaign is the larg-
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est campaign of its kind yet undertaken
during the war. Already 11 of these
bombers have been purchased by the
hoys and girls in this great drive,

One of the most valuable programs to
the war effort undertaken by the 4-H
Clubs of Oklahoma is the farm-to-mar-
ket livestock project. This is a project
of State-wide scope, sponsored by the
Extension Service of the Oklahoma A. &
M. College and supervised by the county
agents for farm boys and girls, 10 to 20
years of age, who are interested in the
production, management, feeding, and
marketing of calves, pigs, and lambs.
The objectives of the program are:

First. To encourage practical methods
of feeding market classes of livestock to
meet county farm goals without regard
to premiums or prizes.

Second. To asist farm boys and girls
in making a real contribution to the
food-for-freedom program,

Third. To emphasize the use of home-
grown feeds and pastures through the
feeding of livestock produced on the
home farm or other available classes of
feeder animals that may be purchased
at current prices.

Fourth. To offer to the young feeders
an opportunity to accompany their live-
stock to market to observe and study
marketing practices and procedures.

Fifth, To train farm boys and girls
who participate in the project to keep
accurate production and marketing
records.

This project is intended to assist young
farmers to establish themselves in the
practical production of market livestock
as an integral part of their farming
operations. They will be encouraged to
keep quality heifers, gilts, and ewes for
the purpose of producing high-quality
livestock for the market.

Yes; these young patriots of the Future
Farmers of America and the 4-H Clubs
are making a tremendous contribution
to victory. The contribution they will
make to the peace which follows will be
tremendous. These .boys and girls,
young men and young women, are keep-
ing the faith. Let us keep faith with
them. In this hour when one of the
chief problems of economy and finance is
how to siphon off the excess buying
power in the hands of our citizens, let us
not plunge these young people into bank-
ruptey and despair and throw upon the
scrap heap the fine work of a generation
of farm youth by making them supply
our meat at less than the cost of produc-
tion. Let us stand firm on the action
we have heretofore taken. Let us re-
member with that anonymous farmer-
poet that—

The king may rule over land and sea.
The lord may live right loyally

The soldier rides in pomp and pride,
The sallor roams oe'r ocean wide;

But this or that, what 'ere befall
The farmer must feed them all.

The writer thinks: The poet sings,

The craftsmen fashion wondrous things;
The doctor heals, the lawyer pleads,
The miner follows the precious leads;
But this or that, what 'ere befall

The farmer must feed them all.
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The merchant he may buy and sell,
The teacher do his duty well;

But man may toil through busy days,
Or man may stroll through pleasant ways;
From king to beggar, what 'ere befall
The farmer must feed them all.

The farmer’s trade is one of worth;
He's partner with the sky and earth,
He's partner with the sun and rain;
And no man loses for his gain;

And men may rise and men may fall,
But the farmer must feed them all.

God bless the man who sows the wheat,
Who finds us milk and fruit and meat;

May his purse be heavy, his heart be light,
His cattle and corn and all go right;

God bless the seed his hand let fall,

For the farmer must feed them all.

The SPEAEER. Under previous order
of the House, the gentleman from In-
diana, [Mr. GranT] is.recognized for 3
minutes.

GASOCLINE RESTRICTIONS IN THE MID-
WEST

Mr. GRANT of Indiana. Mr, Speaker,
I have introduced a resolution today in
the House to investigate the gasocline
situation.

Mr. Speaker, from the daily press we
read that the District Commissioners
have refused to turn the Police Depart-
ment over to the O. P, A. to carry on a
huge entrapment program directed
against motorists. What is the author-
ity under which these snoopers set out
upon a pregram of indicriminae detention
of the Nation’s motorists? Is every man
who drives a car these days presumed in
the eyes of O. P. A. to be guilty of violat-
ing its countless rules and regulations?

What has happened to the doctrine
that a man is presumed to be innocent
until he has been tried and proven guilty?
From whence comes this new-fangled
idea that every man who drives a car is
guilty until he explains to the satisfaction
of an O. P. A. snooper the fact that he is
on legitimate business?

What has happened to our constitu-
tional guaranty against unreasonable
search and seizure if every man on the
O. P. A. pay roll assumes the right to
station himself at the street corner and
stop our citizens in their ordinary pur-
suits of life and demand to know the
whys and the wherefore of their use of
an automobile?

This same un-American program is
creeping into the Middle West. Praise
the Lord, for the courage of a man like
acting Governor Goodland, of Wiscon-
sin, who warned that he would not toler-
ate this invasion of the rights of Ameri-
can citizens by the O. P. A. in the State
of Wisconsin,

We have not heard much for several
days concerning the threatened spread
of the O. P. A. ban on what they ecall
pleasure driving to the Middle West, but
many people in my section of the country
are concerned lest the O. P. A. is quietly
preparing to swoop down and crack
down upon them.

If further restrictions in the use of
gasoline in the Midwest are justified, our
‘people will be ready and willing to accept
them, but no justification whatever has
been shown for any such action, and I
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feel that we ought to get at the bottom
of all of these uncertainties and threats.

I have today introduced a resolution
calling for an investigation of the petro-
leum situation, particularly as it affects
the Midwest. Let us have a fair and
complete and impartial investigation and
really get at the bottom of this thing.
Is it a shortage of rubber or of gasoline
or of transportation? Or is the Middle
West to be a happy hunting ground for
further buresucratic regimentation of a
free people?

Let us have a man of the caliber of
Mr. Bernard Baruch head a committee to
investigate this matter thoroughly and
report to the American people. If the
situation calls for further restrictions,
our people are ready and willing to ac-
cept the verdict. If it does not, let us
cut out all the clamor and all the threats.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to Mr. Branp, for 10
days, on account of illness.

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION
BIGNED

Mr. ELEIN, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com-
mittee had examined and found truly
enrolled a bill and a joint resolution of
the House of the following titles, which
were thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.R.2714. An act making appropriations
to supply urgent deficiencies in certain ap-
propriations for the fiscal year ending June
80, 1943, and for prior fiscal years, and for
other purposes; and

H.J.Res. 144. Joint resolution relating to
the marketing of burley and flue-cured to-
baceco under the Agricultural Adjustment
Act of 1938, as amended.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS PRE-
BENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com-
mittee did on this day present to the
President, for his approval bills and a
jolnt resclution of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H.R.2349. An act to adjust the pay status
of warrant officers temporarily commissioned
in the Army of the United States;

H.R.2714. An act making apropriations to
supply urgent deficlencies in certain appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1943, and for prior fiscal years, and for ofher
purposes;

H.R.2943. An act to provide for the dis-
posal of certaln records of the United States
Government;

H.R.3026. An act relating to appoint-
ments to the United States Military Acad-
emy and the United States Naval Academy
in the case of redistricting of congressional
districts; ¥ s

H.J.Res.139. Joint resolution consenting
to an Interstate oll compact to conserve
oll and gas; and

H.J.Res. 144. Joint resolution relating to
the marketing of burley and flue-cured to-
bacco under the Agricultural Adjustment
Act of 1938, as amended.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. RAMSPECE. Mr, Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the
House adjourned until Monday, July 5,
1943, at 12 o'clock noon.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker's table and referred as follows:

534, A letter from the Administrative Of-
ficer, the White House, transmitting in ac=-
cording with Public Law 49 and Budget Cir-
cular No. 421, the quarterly estimate of per=-
sonnel requirements (Budget Bureau No. 80-
R001) for the White House Office; to the
Committee on the Civil Service.

535. A letter from the Chief Clerk, the
American PEattle Monuments Commission,
transmitting a copy of the quarterly estl-
mate of personnel requirements for the Amer-
ican Battle Monuments Commission for the
quarter ending September 30, 1943, which
was submitted to the Director of-the Bureau
of the Budget; to the-Committee on the Civil
Bervice.

536. A letter from the Administrator, Fed-
eral Works Agency, transmitting information
required in compliance with Budget Circu-
lar No. 421, of May 31, 1943, for the purpose
of making the determination of the nvm-
ber of employees necessary for the praper
and eflicient exercise of the functions of the

_Federal Works Agency; to the Committee on

the Civil Service.

537 A letter from the Administrative Of-
ficer, Board of Investigation and Research,
transmitting quarterly estimates of person-
nel requirements for the quarter ending Sep-
tember 30, 1943; to the Committee on the
Civil Service.

538. A letter from the Archivist of the
United States, transmitting a copy of a re-
port covering the personnel requirements of
this agency for the quarter ending Septem-
ber ending September 30, 1943; to the Com-
mittee on the Civil Service.

539. A letter from the Administrator, Of-
fice of Price Administration, transmitting a
quarterly estimate of personnel requirements
on Form Budget Bureau No. 80-R001 pre-
scribed by the Director of the Bureau of the
Budget for the purpose of determining the
number of employees required for the proper
and efficient exercise of the functlons of this
agency during the quarter beginning July 1,
1943, and ending September 30, 1943; to the
Committee on the Civil Service.

540. A letter from the Acting Director, the
Office of Censorship, transmitting proposed
personnel limitations for the Office of Cen-
sorship for the quarter ending September 80,
1943: to the Committee on the Civil Service.

541, A letter from the Director, Selective
Service System, transmitting an estimate of
personnel requirements for the guarter end-
ing September 30, 1843; to the Committee
on the Civil Bervice.

542, A letter from the Chairman, National
‘Wear Labor Board, transmitting a quarterly
estimate of the personnel requirements of
the National War Labor Board for the first
quarter of the fiscal year 1944, in compliance
with section 11 of Public Law No. 49, Seventy-
elghth Congress, approved May 7, 1943; to the
Committee on the Civil Service,

543. A letter from the acting executive of-
ficer, National Capital Park and Planning
Commission, transmitting its estimate for
the quarter ending September 30, 1943, of its
minimum personnel requirements to per-
form its duties under Public, No. 284, Bev-
enty-first Congress (46 Stat. 482), approved
May 29, 1930; to the Committee on the Civil
Bervice.

544, A letter from the Chairman and Ad-
ministrator, War Shipping Administration
and United States Maritime Commission,
transmitting a copy of his letter, with at-
tachments, of even date to the Director of
the Bureau of the Budget transmitting quar-
terly estimates of personnel requirements for
the United States Maritime Commission and
the War Shipping Administration for the
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period ending September 80, 1943; to the
Committee on the Civil Service.

545. A letter from the Chalrman, National
Labor Relations Board, transmitting the
quarterly estimate of personnel requirements
of the National Labor Relations Board for
the first quarter of the fiscal year 1944; to the
Committee on the Civil Service.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. PATTON: Committee on Accounts,
House Resolution 284. Resolution authoriz-
ing the expenses of conducting the investi-

‘gation authorized by House Resolution 98,

Seventy-eighth Congress, by Interstate and
Forelgn Commerce Committee, without
amendment (Rept. No. 659). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. LEA: Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce. Report from the Special
Subcommittee on Petroleum .Investigation
pursuant to House Resolution 290, Beventy-
sixth Congress, House Resolution 383, Seven-
ty-seventh Congress, and House Resolution
568 of the Seventy-eighth Congress; without
amendment (Rept. No. 663). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union,

Mr. PATTON: Committee on Accounts,
House Resolution 285. Resolution authoriz-
ing the appropriation of 85,000 for the investi=
gation authorized by House Resolution 262;
without amendment (Rept. No, 664). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. ROWAN: Committee on Claims. 8. 159.
An act for the rellef of the United States
Parcel Post Building Co., of Cleveland, Ohio;
without amendment (Rept. No. 646). Re=-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. MURFHY: Committee on Claims. B.
426. An act for the relief of Maj. George E,
Golding; without amendment (Rept. No.
647). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. FERNANDEZ: Committee on Claims,
B. 463. An act for the relief of Primo Gior-
danengo and Angle Giordanengo; without
amendment (Rept. No. 648). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. CHENOWITH: Committee on Claims,
8. 626, An act for the rellef of Angeline Ar-
buckle; without amendment (Rept. No. 649),
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. MURPHY: Committee on Claims. 8.
652. An act for the relief of Joseph A.
Lassiter; without amendment (Rept. No.
650). . Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr, FERNANDEZ: Committee on Claims,
8. T87. An act for the relief of S8amuel Jacobs
and Harry Jacobs; without amendment
(Rept. No. 661). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House.

Mr. CHENOWETH: Committee on Claims.
5. 824. An act for the relief of Dr. J. W,
Goin; without amendment (Rept. No. 652).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. MURPHY: Committee on Claims. H,
R. 852. A bill for the relief of John T.
Shirley; without amendment (Rept. No. 653).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.
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Mr. MURPHY: Committee on Claims. H.
R. 977. A bill for the relief of Clare A. Miller;
with amendment (Rept. No. 654). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House,

Mr. RAMEY : Committee on Claims. H. R.
1666. A bill for the relief of Helen Engell
Thompson; with amendment (Rept. No. 655).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. FERNANDEZ: 'Committee on Claims.
g. R. 1973. A bill for the relief of Albert

‘erguson and Ogelle Ferguson; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 656). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House.

Mr. FERNANDEZ: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 2340, A bill for the relief of the Postal
Telegraph-Cable Co.; with amendment (Rept.
No. 6567). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. MURPHY: Committee on Claims. H,
R. 1435. A bill for the relief of Lillian C.
Ferreira; with amendment (Rept. No. 658).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, publie
bills and resolutions were introduczd and
severally referred as follows:

i By Mr. HAGEN:

H.R.3117. A bill to provide that the tax
upon the use of motor vehicles shall not be
applicable after July 1, 1943; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

H.R.3118. A hill to provide for emergency
flood-control work on Lytle and Cajon Creeks,
Calif.; to the Committee on Flood Control.

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS:

H.R.3119. A bill to provide for certain
payments to States and their political sub-
divisions as compensation for loss of revenues
occasioned by the acquisition of real property
by the United States for military purposes;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

c By Mr. SPAREMAN:

H. R.3120. A bill to provide for the issuance
of a United States flag to the nearest rela-
tive of a member of the Army of the United
States who dies in service; to the c:ommittee
on Military Affairs,

By Mr. REED of Illinois:

H.J.Res. 149, Joint resolution to amend
section 5 of title 28 of the United States Code;
to the Committeé on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GRANT of Indiana:

H. Con. Res. 34. Concurrent resolution re-
questing the President to cause an investiga-
tlon and report to be made with respect to
the existing petroleum situation; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr, ENUTSON:

H. Res. 288. Resolution to provide for addi-
tlonal compensation for Lesllie M. Rapp,
minority clerk of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee of the House; to the Committee on
Accounts.

By Mr. FISH:

H. Res. 289. Resolution authorizing ap-
pointment of a special commitiee to study
celling prices on hogs and corn, in order to
curb inflation; to the Committee on Rules.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

By the SPEAEKER: Memorial of the Legisla-

ture of the State of Illinois, memorializing the
President and the Congress of the United
States not to enact any legislation which has
for its purposes any change in the funda-
mental concept of the constitutional form of
government; to the Committee on the Judici=
ary.
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HART:

H.R. 3121 (by request). A bill for the re-
lief of S. H. Brown and M. Brown, also known
as the Universal Steamship Co., a Georgia
corporation, to cover the loss of their bark
Brown Brothers, destroyed by & German
raider during the World War; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

H.R.3122 (by request). A bill for the re-
lef of Universal Steamship Co. for losses sus-
tained due to the interruption of a voyage
of the American schooner Ninetta M. Poreella,
by reason of a Presidential proclamation, ef-
fective September 28, 1917, forbidding sailing
vessels from entering the war zone; to the
Committee on War Clalms.

By Mr. LANE:

H.R.3123. A bill for the rellef of Samuel

Stacey; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.
By Mr. O'LEARY:

H.R.3124. A bill for the relief of Anthony

Bammartino; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. RANDOLPH:

H.R.3125. A bill for the relief of Paul H.

White; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. SPENCE:

H.R.3126. A bill for the rellef of Mary
Ellen Frakes, widow of Joseph A. Frakes; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BARRY:

H.R.3127. A bill for the relief of Drapery
Hardware Manufacturing Co.; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

1843. By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Petition of
20 citizens of the State of Iowa, urging sup-
port of House bill 2082, introduced by Hon.
JosepH R. BRYsoN, of South Carolina, to re-
duce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war, by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liguors In the United States for the
duration of the war and until the termina-
tion of demobilization; to the Committee on
the Judiciary,

1844, By Mr. FELLOWS: Petition of Ge-
neva Rossignol and 8 others, of Caribou; L. 5.
Ginn and 28 others, of Caribou; and Mabel
D. Russell and 24 others, of Danforth, Maine,
in regard to House bill 2082; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary,

1845. By Mr. GRIFFITHS: Petition of sun-
dry citizens of Washington County, Ohio, urg-
ing the passage of House bill 2082, introduced
by Hon. JosepH R. BrysoN, of South Carolina,
to reduce absenteelsm, conserve manpower,
and speed production of materials necessary
for the winning of the war, by prohibiting
the manufacture, sale, or transportation of
alcoholic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war and until the termina-
tlon of demobilization; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

1846. By Mr. WOLCOTT: Petition of 21
residents of Bad Axe, Mich., urging the en-
actment of legislation to prohibit the manu-
facture, sale, and transportation of alcoholic
beverages during the war in order to reduce
absenteeism, conserve manpower, and speed
production of war materials; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1847. By Mr. HORAN: Petition of Blanche
A. Gasler and 19 other residents of Spokane,
favoring House bill 2082, to reduce absentee-
ism, conserve manpower, and speed produc-
tion of materials necessary for the winning
of the war, by prohibiting the manufacture,
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sale, or transportation of alcoholic liquors in
the United States for the duration; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

1848. Also, petition of Dalsle Cox and 18
other residents of Bpokane, favoring House bill
2082, to reduce absenteelsm, conserve man-
power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of alcoholie liquors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee on
the Judiclary,

1849, Also, petition of Minnie Traut and
19 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteelsm, conserve
manpower, and speed production of mate-
rials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alecholic liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1850. Also, petition of Grace I. Btewart and
11 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-
tation of alecoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

1851. Also, petition of Ruth Brakefield and
20 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of alcoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee
on the Judieciary,

1852. Also, petition of Margaret Hoover and
19 other residents of Spokane, favering House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of alcoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee
on the Judiciary:

1843. Also, petition of H. E. McVay and
18 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liquors in the United States
for the duration; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

1854. Also, petition of Mrs. D. H. Schedin
and 18 other residents of Spokane, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con-
£erve manpower, and speed production of ma~-
terials necessary for the winning of the war
by probibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alccholic ligquors in . the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary,

1855. Also, petition of Myra I. Evans and
20 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

1856. Also, petition of Ida Olive and 19
other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor=-
tatlon of alecoholic liguors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

1857. Also, petition of Mrs. E. J. Dumphy
and 19 other residents of Spokane, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con-
serve manpower, and speed production of ma-
terials necessary for the winning of the war
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by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, oe
transportation of alcoholic ligquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1858. Also, petition of Carrie J. Erons and
19 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to red absent 1, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor=-
tation of alcoholic liguors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

1859, Also, petition of Mrs. George Setters
and 19 other residents of Spokane, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeiSm, con-
serve manpower, and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale,
or transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judieciary.

1860, Also, petition of F. B. Peach and 19
other resldents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transporta-
tion of alcoholic liquors in the United States
for the duration; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

1861. Also, petition of Otto Richter and 18
other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of alecholic ligquors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

1862. Also, petition of Ted A. Carlson and
19 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transporta-
tion of alcoholic liquors in the United States
for the duration; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

1863. Also, petition of Peter A. Jersell and

b8 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of mate-
.rials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholie liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1864, Also, petition of Lillie Memhard and
17 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of mate-
rials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholie liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on_ the Judiclary.

1865. Also, petition of Mamie C. Nood and
19 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of alcoholic liquors in the United
Btates for the duration; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

1866. Also, petition of Gertrude Hofsteater
and 15 other residents of Spokane, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con-
serve manpower, and speed production of ma-
terials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1867. Also, petition of Elizabeth Morston
and 19 other residents In Spokane, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con-
serve manpower, e&nd speed production of

.
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materials necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale,
or transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1868. Also, petition of Barah L. Peterson
and 19 other residents in Spokane, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con-
serve manpower, and speed production of ma-
terials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Coms=-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1869. Also, petition of Mrs. M. J. Einkade
and 19 other residents of Opportunlity, favor-
ing House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism,
conserve manpower, and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liguors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1870. Also, petition of Rev, Luther A. Flank-
enhorn and 19 other residents of Opportunity,
favoring House bill 2082, to reduce absentee-
ism, conserve manpower, and speed produc-
tion of materlals necessary for the winning
of the war, by prohibiting the manufacture,
eale, or transportation of alcoholic liquors
in the United States for the duration; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

1871. Also, petition of Frida Hokom and 43
other residents of Veradale, Opportunity, and
vicinity, favoring House bill 2082, to reduce
absenteeism, conserve manpower, and speed
production of materials necessary for the
winning of the war, by prohibiting the manu-

" facture, sale, or transportation of alcoholic

lquors in the United States for the duration;
to the Committee on the Judicfary.

1872. Also, petition of Mrs. George L. Dib-
ble and 19 other residents of Winthrop and
Pateros, favoring House bill 2082, to reduce
absenteelsm, conserve manpower, and speed
production of materials necessary for the
winning of the war, by prohibiting the manu-
facture, sale, or transportation of alcoholic
liquors in the United States for the duration;
to the Committee on the Judielary.

1873. Also, petition of Mrs. Willlam Wolf-
rum and 19 other residents of Davenport,
favoring House bill 2082, to reduce absentee-
ism, conserve manpower, and speed produc-
tion of materials necessary for the winning
of the war, by prohibiting the manufacture,
sale, or transportation of alcoholic liquors in
the United States for the duration; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

1874. Also, petition of Laura McEinnon and
19 other residents of Davenport, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con-
serve manpower, and speed production of
matertals necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1875, Also, petition of Harry J. Johnson
and 12 other residents of Entiat, Wash., favor-
ing House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism,
conserve manpower, and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liguors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1876. Also, petition of Sarah M. Hum-
phreys and 15 other residents of Leavenworth
and Wenatchee, Wash,, favoring House bill
2082, to reduce absenteeism, Conserve man-
power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liguors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee on
the Judiciary,

1877. Also, petition of Mrs. A. J. Dusser and
five other residents of Newport, Wash., favor«
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ing House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism,
conserve manpower; and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1878. Also, petition of Mamie A. Davis and
nine other residents of Newport, Wash,, favor=-
ing House bill 2082, to reduce absenteelsm,
conserve manpower, and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
war by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liguors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com=
mittee on the Judiciary.

1879. Also, petition of Grace B. Gildea and
19 other residents of Newport favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteelsm, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transporta=
tion of alcoholie liquors in the United States
for the duration; to the Committee on the
Judiclary.

1880, Also, petition of Elva Naoma Hamil-
ton and 16 other residents of Mansfield favor=
ing House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism,
conserve manpower, and speed production of
materlals necessary for the winning of the
war by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liguors in the
United States for the duration of the war and
until the termination of demobilization; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

1881, Also, petition of J. D. Dudley and 27
other residents of Wenatchee and vicinity
favoring House bill 2082, to reduce absentee=
iem, conserve manpower, and speed produc=
tion of materials necessary for the winning
of the war by prohlbiting the manufacture,
sale, or transportation of alcoholic liquors in
the United States for the duration; to the
Committee on the Judiciary. -

1882. Also, petition of Cora I. Miller and 68
other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteelsm, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro=
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liquors in the United
BStates for the duration; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

1883. Also, petition of Anna Slack and 29
other residents of Wenatchee and vicinity
favoring House bill 2082, to reduce ahsen=
teeism, conserve manpower, and speed pro=
duction of materials necessary for the win-
ning of the war, by prohibiting the manu-
facture, sale, or transportation of alcoholie
liquors in the United States for the dura-
tion; to the Commititee on the Judiciary.

1884. Also, petition of Jack Enutwon and
27 other residents of Wenatchee and vicinity,
favoring House bill 2082, to reduce absentee=-
ism, conserve manpower, and speed producs
tion of materials necessary for the winning
of the war, by prohibiting the manufacture,
sale, or transportation of alecholic liquors
in the United States for the duration; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

1885. Also, petitlon of Grace Manley and
27 other residents of Wenatchee and vicinity,
favoring House bill 2082, to reduce absentee-
ism, conserve manpower, and speed produc-
tion of materials necessary for the winning
of the war, by prohibiting the manufacture,
sale, or transportation of alcoholic liquors
in the United States for the duration; to
the Committee on the Judiclary.

1886. Also, petition of J. Fred Ulery and
41 other residents of Wenatchee and viclnity,
favoring House bill 2082, to reduce absen-
teeism, conserve manpower, and speed pro=-
duction of materials necessary for the win-
ning of the war, by prohibiting the manu-
facture, sale, or transportation of aleoholie
liquors in the United States for the dura-
tlon; to the Committee on the Judiclary.
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1887. Also, petition of Ida M. Black and
28 other residents of Wenatchee and vicinity,
favoring House bill 2082, to reduce absentee-
ism, conserve manpower, and speed produc-
tion of materials necessary for the winning
of the war, by prohibiting the manufacture,
sale, or transportation of alcoholic liquors
in the United States for the duration; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

1888. Also, petition of Jessie Patrick and
27 other residents of Wenatchee and vicinity,
favoring House bill 2082, to reduce absentee-
ism, conserve manpower, and speed produc-
tion of materials necessary for the winning
of the war, by prohibiting the manufacture,
sale, or transportation of alcoholic liguors
in the United States for the duration; to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

1889. Also, petition of Olive M. Buttles and
17 other residents of Wenatchee, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con-
serve manpower, and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale,
or transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1800. Also, petition of Mrs, E. Pearl Danner

, and 19 other residents of Wenatchee, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con-
serve manpower, and speed production of
materials nec for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale,
or transportation of alecholic liguors in the
United Statez for the duration; to the Com-
‘mittee on the Judiciary.

1891. Also, petition of Hazel J. Reed and
28 other residents of Wenatchee, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con-
serve manpower, and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale,
or transportation of aleoholie liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1892, Also, petition of H. C. Barrigan and
15 other residents of Wenatchee, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con-
serve manpower, and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
‘war, by prohibiting the manufacture, eale,
or transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duratlon; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1893. Also, petition of R. J. Carlson and 32
other residents of Wenatchee, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of mate-
rials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholiec liguors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on toe Judiciary.

1894. Also, petition of Robert Lincoin Kel-
ley and 35 other residents of Waterville, favor-
ing House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism,
conserve manpower, and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale,
or transportation of alcoholic liquors ingthe
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1895. Also, petition of Nona Andre and 23
other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necesgsary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-

_ tation of aleoholic liguors in the United States

for the duration; to the Committee on the

‘Judiciary.

1896. Also, petition of R. D. Bishop and 17
other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, cor ve
manpower, and speed production of mate-
rials necessary for the winning of the war, by
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of alcoholic liguors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee on
the Judiciary,
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1897. Also, petition of Jessie M. Snodgrass
and 20 other residents of Spokane, favoring
House bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, con=-
serve manpower, and speed production of
materials necessary for the winning of the
war, by prohibiting the manufacture, sale,
or transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1898. Also, petition of Mrs. Elmer Herr and
33 other residents of Pateros, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of ma-
terials necessary for the winning of the war,
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

1899. Aleo, petition of Virginia Layton and
19 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or trans-
portation of alecoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

1800, Also, petition of Effie M. Johnson and
19 other residents of Spokane, favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liquors in the United
States for the duration; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

1901. Also, petition of Selma Hitchen and
37 other residents of Spokane, requesting
Congress to stop the sale of intoxicating
drinks in Army camps and around them; and
to make provision to clean up adjacent cities,
if the constituted authorities do not, thus
keeping temptation from our men and boys;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

SENATE

Moxbpay, JuLy 5, 1943

(Legislative day of Monday, May 24,
1943)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock noon, on
the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our fathers’ God and ours, on the
birthday of national independence we
confess our dependence upon Thee.
Without Thee we are lost in spite of the
overwhelming might of our material
arms.

We thank Thee for those pilgrims of
faith who came hither in their frail
barque across mountainous seas and who
stepped upon strange shores with the sal-
utation to a new world, “In the name of
God. Amen.” The Nation here estab-
lished, conceived in liberty and dedicated
to the proposition that all men are creat-
ed equal has acknowledged that Name
above every name and reverenced it, has
built its altars, reared its temples, and
raised its steeples, emblems of a faith
that points to the skies and wings its sure
and certain way to God. Make that
faith of the fathers, we pray, real to us
in these tempestuous days. Save usfrom
a freedom of speech so empty that we
have nothing worth saying, from a free-
dom of worship so futile that we have no
God to adore, from freedom from want
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and fear with no creative idea as to how
to use our plenty or our security for the
redemption of our social order and for
the salvation of our own souls. Let all
that is low and unworthy in us sink to
the depths. Let all that is high and fine
in us rise to greet the morn of a new day
confident that the best is yet to be.
Amen.
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day of Saturday, July 3, 1943, was

. dispensed with, and the Journal was ap-

proved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—
APPROVAL OF BILLS

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communicated
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his
secretaries, who also announced that the
President had approved and signed the
following acts:

On July 1, 1943:

5.405. An act to establish a Women'’s Army
Corps for service in the Army of the United
States; and

5. 650. An act to revive and reenact the act
entitled “An act granting the consent of
Congress to the State of North Dakota to
construct, maintain, and operate a free
highway bridge across the Missourl River at
or near Garrison, N. Dak.,” approved February
10, 1932,

On July 3, 1943:

8, 832, An act relating to the sale of horse
meat or food products thereof in the District
of Columbia; and

8. 1026. An act to provide for the settle-
ment of claims for damage to or loss or de-
struction of property or personal injury or
death caused by military personnel or civil-
ian employees, or otherwise Incident to ac-
tivities, of the War Department or of the
Army,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Megill, one of its clerks,
announced that the House had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate
to the bill (H. R. 2968) making appropria-
tions for war agencies in the Executive
Office of the President for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1944, and for other pur-
poses; that the House receded from its
disagreement to the amendments of the
Senate numbered 24, 25, and 32 to the
bill, and concurred therein; that the
House receded from its disagreement to
the amendment of the Senate numbered
2, and concurred therein with an amend-
ment, in which it requested the concur-
rence of the Senate; that the House re-
ceded from its disagreement to the
amendment of the Senate numbered 11 to
the bill and concurred therein with
amendments, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate, and that the
House insisted upon its disagreement to
the amendments of the Senate numbered
33 and 34 to the bill.

The message also announced that the
House had agreed to the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1991) to
amend the Selective Training and Serv-
ice Act of 1940 by providing for the post-
ponement of the induction of high-school
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